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Deep State: Pulling Strings 

From Behind the Scenes 

After the election of Donald Trump, many 
Americans noticed the concerted efforts 
by intelligence agencies, government 
bureaucrats, rich elites, and major media 
to vilify Trump and stop his agenda — 
for the first time noticing the Deep State. 
(January 8, 2018, 48pp) TNA180108 


Does NAFTA = 

Prosperity and Progress? 

Some Americans claim NAFTA has been 
harmful, while others tout its benefits. 
So which is it? In truth, its effects till 
now have been innocuous compared to 
what’s coming if we don’t exit the pact. 
(December 4, 2017, 48pp) TNA171204 
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Global Warming or 


Federal Mismanagement? 


California Burning: Global Warming 

or Federal Mismanagement? 

With large sections of California — including many 
houses — going up in flames this past year, many 
prominent people, such as Governor Jerry Brown, 
have blamed global warming for the fires. But the 
evidence — strongly —points elsewhere. (February 
5, 2018, 48pp) TNA180205 
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olar Power: The Real 

Force Behind Climate Change? 

As claims that were made to back the idea 
that CO, drives Earth's climate falter on 
conflicting real-world data, claims made 
that the Sun is likely the predominant 
factor in driving temperatures are 
being verified. (January 22, 2018, 48pp) 
TNA180122 


The Power & Purpose 

of Western Civilization 

Western Civilization brought us the 
modern world, and unlike other 
civilizations that crumbled, it has 
remained strong. But with the West 
abandoning Judeo-Christian beliefs, it 
may falter. (December 18, 2017, 48pp) 
™NA171218 
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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 


Reviews 


4.5 Kk KKK 


Joan Brown 
tok Kk Ink 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 


NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
RN 


ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 
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ENVIRONMENT 


California Burning: Global Warming 


or Federal Mismanagement? 
by James Murphy — California’s wildfire season can be blamed on 
many things — but not global warming. 


Cover design by Katie Bradley; iStock / Getty Images Plus 


CONSTITUTION 
The Left Wants a Con-Con Too 


by Chistian Gomez — It might seem as if the movement to have a 
constitutional convention is a right-wing one, but the Left wants it too. 


POLITICS 

Deep State Is Coming for Trump 

by Alex Newman — In an interview, longtime Trump advisor 
Roger Stone warned that the establishment would even sink to 
assassinating the president to stop the swamp draining. 
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Vindication: Bundys Walk Free! 

by William F Jasper — Judge Gloria Navarro severely rebuked 
the federal government for “especially egregious” abuses in its 
persecution/prosecution of the Nevada ranching family. 


BOOK REVIEW 
Hey There, Big Spender 


by Laurence M. Vance — Eleven Presidents analyzes presidents 
who claimed to want smaller government — and their results. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Roane and the Republic 

by Joe Wolverton If, J.D. — Spencer Roane was incorruptible and 
impartial as a judge, and lent his backing to scrupulously upholding 
the Constitution. 
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Keeping Your Kids 

In the “Help! Government Kidnapped My 
Child!” article (October 23, 2017 issue), 
Joe Wolverton II, J.D. wrote about govern- 
ment abuse of its citizens through Child 
Protective Services (CPS), a misnomer if 
there ever was one. 

Wolverton is to be commended for ex- 
plaining the “abuses” by parents that CPS 
uses to justify taking children from them, 
such as homeschooling, resisting forced 
vaccination, or otherwise not being fit to 
raise their children, with the definition of 
such “fitness” being so broadly defined by 
“bureaucrats as suits their own ends, not 
the purported purpose of the agency, that 
is, the best interest of the child.” 

The kidnapping of children by the state 
is a grievous transgression of our constitu- 
tional rights, a fact that the author does not 
mention until the fourth page of his article: 
“If CPS tries to barge into your home, you 
can inform them of your rights, and even 
quote the Fourth Amendment.” He further 
says, “Should they try to barge into your 
house anyway, you have every right to 
call the authorities, or even initiate a court 
hearing regarding their lack of adherence 
to the Constitution.” 

Yes, parents need to hold to account 
government officials who violate their 
constitutional rights, but they also need to 
understand that the American court system 
is largely controlled by the same leftist es- 
tablishment that runs the government, the 
mass media, academia, banking, industry, 
etc. These courts do not uphold the Consti- 
tution, despite the fact that all judges and 
attorneys take oaths to abide by it. In other 
words, your constitutional due process 
rights are meaningless in American courts 
unless you challenge their jurisdiction and 
invoke such rights. 

Most lawyers in America are beholden 
to the legal “justice” system, and many 
also benefit from it in ways well beyond 
their fees. This system is gamed against 
American citizens to such an extent that 
engaging an attorney to defend your natu- 
ral rights is tantamount to hiring a fox to 
guard your chickens. Wolverton qualifies 
his advice to parents who are victimized 
by CPS, to “get a strong attorney,” adding 
that “it is imperative that one chooses an 
attorney with years of experience fight- 
ing CPS.” But how many lawyers, who 
are part of the same rigged system that 
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feeds federal money to CPS and the other 
agencies to impugn citizens’ rights, will 
be motivated to fight CPS (or any other 
government entity)? 

There is another option. Jack and Margy 
Flynn have been dealing with government 
abuses for many years and have developed 
a methodology for holding officials liable 
to their oaths, both administratively and 
judicially, using only the Constitution — 
not lawyers, statutes, ordinances, or codes. 
The Constitution is the supreme law in this 
country. Not only is its mandatory oath a 
sacred public trust, but its violation is a 
treasonable offense. The Flynns and their 
student groups have used these methods 
to win well over 300 cases strictly pro se. 
They offered seminars around the country 
for several years because they couldn’t 
personally handle all the requests for help 
they were getting each week. The Consti- 
tution is about the only thing that stands 
between our diminishing freedom and 
total tyranny, and it can be a powerful tool 
to wield against government abuses on all 
levels and all venues. But just as freedom 
is not free, the Constitution is only as good 
as the people who know how to wield it 
against errant government. The Flynns 
have a website: Citizens of the American 
Constitution. 

RICK AIELLO 
Sent via e-mail 


Convention Caution 


I agree with THE NEw AMERICAN that a 
constitutional convention is extremely 
dangerous. Even if everything went well 
and an amendment was passed and made 
effective, there is no reason to believe 
those in Washington, D.C., would obey it. 
They already disregard the U.S. Constitu- 
tion at all levels of government, includ- 
ing the U.S. Supreme Court. There is no 
reason to believe anything will change 
because of a new amendment. 
Why take the risk when we already 
know it will be ignored? 
WILLIAM B. BAKER 
Elkhart, Indiana 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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New FBI Director Hints at Backdoors for Encryption 


Christopher 
Wray 


Fide 4" 


Newly minted FBI Director Christopher Wray seems to be pick- 
ing up right where his predecessor, James Comey, left off in the 
war against encryption, telling the attendees at the International 
Conference on Cyber Security on January 9 that strong encryp- 
tion is “an urgent public safety issue.” 

While speaking at the conference in New York, Wray said that 
in the fiscal year ending September 30, the FBI was unable to 
access more than half of the devices it attempted to access, owing 
to them being encrypted. He said that the number of inaccessible 


devices was nearly 7,800, adding that the inability to break the 
encryption on those devices — despite having warrants to access 
the data stored on them — hinders the agency’s work. 

While giving lip service to the importance of strong encryp- 
tion and security, Wray said the current situation that allows in- 
dividuals to protect the data on their devices with unbreakable 
encryption cannot be allowed to continue, adding, “We face an 
enormous and increasing number of cases that rely heavily, if not 
exclusively, on electronic evidence.” What Wray appears to be 
working his way up to is the creation of a “backdoor” to encryp- 
tion. A backdoor is an idea that has been proposed by surveillance 
hawks — and rejected by privacy advocates — for years. 

While encryption has been the standard in business for more 
than 20 years, it has not been largely adopted by the average citi- 
zen for much of anything, including e-mail. Until recently. The 
upswing in the use of powerful encryption to protect data is the 
direct result of people reacting to what Edward Snowden revealed 
to the world in May 2013: U.S. government agencies routinely 
spy on everyone, including American citizens. 

Privacy advocates should brace themselves for another round 
of demands for an end to powerful encryption in the hands of 
private citizens. Because backdoors — regardless of promises 
that only law enforcement could use them and then only with a 
warrant — are exactly that: the end of any encryption that works, 
which is the goal of the surveillance state. 


Credit Card Debt Hits $1 Trillion 


For the first time in history, U.S. credit card debt hit $1 tril- 
lion last year, reported the Federal Reserve on January 8. This 
eclipsed the previous record set almost 10 years ago, just be- 
fore the housing and credit bubbles burst. In addition, “non- 
revolving” (i.e., auto and student loan) debt is approaching $3 
trillion. These numbers have put credit card debt on “watch” at 
Seeking Alpha, a stock market analysis group that referred to 
the trillion-dollar number as “scary.” 

Acloser look at the statistics reveals that these may not be such 
“scary” numbers after all. For one thing, fewer than 40 percent of 
all households carry any sort of credit card debt. Among millen- 
nials ages 18 to 29, only a third even have a credit card. 

Next, the ratio of income to credit card debt at the end of 2017 
(before the new tax cuts) was already declining, with the ratio of 
credit card debt compared to the nation’s gross domestic economic 
output at about five percent, compared with 6.5 percent in 2008. 

Also, credit card delinquencies remain way below the nine- 
percent historical average, at just 7.5 percent, and far below the 
rate of 15 percent reached following the 2008 financial crisis. 

There’s another way to look at credit card debt: comparing 
outstanding balances to incomes. ValuePenguin performed such 
a service, showing that households with annual incomes of be- 
tween $25,000 and $100,000 have less than $7,000 in outstanding 
balances on their credit cards. Further, that analysis showed that 
the average has increased only slightly since 2013. 


With almost two million more people working today than held 
jobs a year ago, and others enjoying wage and salary increases, 
that $1 trillion in credit card debt becomes far less “scary.” In a 
$20 trillion economy that is growing at three percent a year, $1 
trillion in credit card debt may reflect that growth, as banks are 
willing to issue more cards to more credit-worthy individuals and 
those individuals, having perhaps learned lessons from the Great 
Recession, are using them more prudently. 
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State Department Announces World’s Top 10 Religious Persecutors 
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In a January 4 announcement, the Trump administration’s State 
Department followed recommendations made by the U.S. Com- 
mission on International Religious Freedom (USCIRF) in its an- 
nual report, designating Burma, China, Eritrea, Iran, North Korea, 
Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan 
as Countries of Particular Concern (CPC) — meaning they bear 
the closest scrutiny for their past records of religious persecution. 
The list mirrors the nations named by the Obama administration 
in April 2016 — also at the urging of the USCIRF, a bipartisan 
committee that monitors religious liberty around the world. 

In a press release, the USCIRF stated that its members had 
hoped the administration would take its recommendation to add 
a half dozen more nations to the “concern” list. “Although US- 


CIRF agrees with the 10 countries on the State Department’s list, 
it does not go far enough,” said USCIRF Chairman Daniel Mark. 
“Secretary [Rex] Tillerson should have also designated the Central 
African Republic, Nigeria, Pakistan, Russia, Syria, and Vietnam.” 

Additionally, for the first time, the State Department announced 
its “Special Watch List,” a new category created with passage of 
the International Religious Freedom Act of 2016. The designation 
is reserved for countries that either engage in or tolerate severe 
violations of religious freedom — while not necessarily rising 
to the notoriety of the “Countries of Particular Concern.” This 
year the State Department listed Pakistan as the sole nation to be 
added to the “Special Watch List.” 

The USCIRF had hoped that the State Department would have 
added Pakistan to the CPC list. “Pakistan continues to harass its 
religious minorities, has state-sanctioned discrimination against 
groups such as the Ahmadis, and tolerates extra-judicial violence 
in the guise of opposing blasphemy,” said Mark. 

In the U.S. Congress, Representative Chris Smith (R-N.J.), 
a particularly vocal champion of religious freedom, released a 
statement expressing his disappointment that the State Depart- 
ment had not added Vietnam to the CPC list, where it had held 
a perennial spot until being removed for no apparent reason a 
decade ago. 


James Damore Brings Discrimination Suit Against Google 


James Damore, the former Google software engineer who was 
fired in August, filed a class-action suit on January 8 against the 
Internet giant, alleging discrimination against white, male, and 
conservative employees. 

Damore was terminated for circulating an internal memo that 
questioned Google’s discriminatory and gender-biased work en- 
vironment. After attending Google’s “Diversity and Inclusion 
Summit,” he was asked by Google’s human resources depart- 
ment for feedback on the training, which prompted Damore to 
create the memo. 

Also named as a complainant in the suit is another former 
software engineer, David Gudeman, who was terminated by 
Google in November of 2016, just days after the election of 
Donald Trump. In an internal thread, Gudeman had responded 
skeptically to a Muslim employee who claimed he was targeted 
by the FBI. Gudeman was disciplined and later fired for his 
political views. 

The attorneys involved in the case are seeking other “potential 
class members” to join the suit against Google. Such plaintiffs 
would be “Google employees [who] have witnessed multiple in- 
stances in which hundreds of ‘progressive’ Googlers would target 
a single co-worker for harassment, and even potential violence, 
over a politicized matter, humiliating the person and sabotaging 
his career.” 

The suit lists many outright threats made against Damore and 
Gudeman by other employees. One e-mail, with the subject “You 
are a terrible person,” read as follows: “Feel free to pass this 


along to HR. Keep them in the loop for all I care. May as well 
do it early. You’re a misogynist and a terrible human. I will keep 
hounding you until one of us is fired. F*ck you.” The e-mail was 
sent by Alex Hidalgo, a site reliability engineer at Google. Simi- 
lar threatening e-mails were sent to Damore and Gudeman by 
other co-workers. 

The complaint details how it was Google’s policy to encour- 
age rank-and-file employees to attack other employees for 
expressing political views that strayed from Google’s liberal 
orthodoxy. On Fox News, Damore’s attorney, Harmeet Dhillon, 
said Google’s actions were “illegal under federal law; it’s illegal 
under California law.” 


James Damore with his 
attorney, Harmeet Dhillon 
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Twitter Employees Admit to Political Censorship 


new hidden-camera video 
Ae Project Veritas — pub- 

lished January 11 — fea- 
tures “nine current and former 
Twitter employees” admitting to 
“steps the social media giant is tak- 
ing to censor political content that 
they don’t like,” according to Proj- 
ect Veritas. 

The video opens with a montage 
of damning quotes before showing 
those quotes in context. Far from 
being less damning when seen 
in context, they are more so. The 
video focuses on something called 
“shadow banning.” 

Abhinav Vadrevu, a former 
software engineer at Twitter, said, 
“One strategy is to shadow ban so 
that you have ultimate control.” He 
added, “The idea of a shadow ban 
is that you ban someone, but they 
don’t know they’ve been banned 
because they keep posting, but no 
one sees their content.” On the psy- 
chological side of the equation, this 
creates a situation where the users 
just think their posts — their ideas — aren’t appealing to anyone. 
“So they just think no one is engaging with their content when 
in reality, no one is seeing it,” Vadrevu said. He admitted that 
the practice “is risky” because “people will figure that sh*t out.” 
He also said that it would cause “bad press” and that “it’s like, 
unethical in some way, you know? So, I don’t know.” 

Olinda Hassan is a policy manager in Twitter’s Trust and 
Safety Department, which she describes as “controversial.” Her 
team makes the rules and regulations for the platform’s millions 
of users. They are the gatekeepers. As Hassan explained, Twitter 
is “working on” a way to silence certain people and ideas on 
the platform. “Yeah, it’s something we’re working on — where 
we’re trying to get the sh*tty people not to show up,” she told 
the undercover journalist, adding, “It’s a product thing we’re 
working on.” 

The Project Veritas video shows Mo Norai, a former content 
review agent at Twitter, saying, “Let’s say if it was a pro-Trump 
thing and I’m anti-Trump, I was like, ‘I banned his whole ac- 
count.’ It goes to you, and then it’s at your discretion. And if 
you’re anti-Trump, you’re like, ‘Oh, you know what? Mo was 
right, f*ck it, let it go.’” Norai went on to say that “discretion” 
— which he described as “I guess how you felt about a particular 
matter” — plays a huge role in what content gets banned at Twit- 
ter. Norai said that during his time at Twitter, left-leaning posts 
that were tagged as possibly offensive were allowed to remain. 
“Tt would come through checked and then I would be like, ‘You 
know what? This is okay. Let it go.’” 

Pranay Singh is a direct messaging engineer at Twitter. He 


said that the suspension of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange’s 
Twitter account may have been because of “the U.S. government 
pressuring” Twitter. He said, “They do that.” In fact, he said it 
happens “all the f*cking time.” In Assange’s case, he said the 
U.S. government doesn’t like “people messing with their politics, 
and [Assange] has sh*t on a lot of people.” 

Singh helped explain the types of tweets that are likely not 
to make the cut. “Just go to a random (Trump) tweet and just 
look at the followers,” he said. Those followers will “all be like 
guns, God, ’Merica, like and with the American flag and like, 
the cross.” He said the way to get rid of those users — all of 
whom he assumes are bots, not real users, because, “Like who 
says that? Who talks like that?” — is to “just delete them.” But 
since “there are hundreds of thousands of them” and that volume 
can’t be handled by people, “you got to, like, write algorithms 
to do it for you.” 

Perhaps most shocking is the statement by Steven Pierre, a 
software engineer at Twitter. Speaking on hidden camera, he said 
that Twitter is developing a way to automate the whole process 
of what gets seen and what doesn’t. “Every single conversation 
is going to be rated by a machine” that will decide whether the 
conversation is “positive” or “negative.” If it’s negative, “They 
may have a point, but it will just, like, vanish,” he said. When 
asked whether this would “ban certain mindsets,” he said no. “It’s 
going to ban, like, a way of talking.” 

If that isn’t Pravda, nothing is. Between filtering, banning, 
shadow banning, and manipulating what users see, Twitter is dan- 
gerously close to a thought-control platform. 
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Australians Facing Gangs 

“We need to call it for what it is: African gang violence. The reality is 
people are scared to go out to restaurants at nighttime because they’re 
followed home by these gangs.” 

Australian Home Affairs Minister Peter Dutton blames “political 
correctness” for the unwillingness of Victoria State's political lead- 
ers to target the crime wave engulfing them. 


He Won Reelection When His Name Appeared on a Slip of Paper 
“The election is behind us, the outcome is clear, and my responsibility 
now is to begin the work I was reelected to do.” 

When the votes were counted after election day last November, Virginia State Representative David 
Yancey, a Republican, was declared the loser by a single vote. A recount produced one more vote for 
him, which made the result a tie. State law then called for a drawing 
where the names of the two candidates were put on slips of paper and 
a state official picked one out of an ornate bowl. It had Yancey s name 
on it and he was immediately declared the winner in the drawn-out 
and unusual election. 
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Trump Foe Willing to Spend $30 Billion to Counter Trump 

“T am willing to do whatever it takes to save our country. A year ago, 
no one knew what a Donald Trump presidency would look like, or 
how he would behave. We now know that the Oval Office cannot 
shape a man who does not believe in constitutional democracy.” 
Billionaire environmentalist Tom Steyer spent $74 million to elect 
Democrats in 2014, and $87 million for the same purpose in 2016. Most 
of the candidates he backed lost. Now he hopes his money will unseat 
Trump via impeachment or at least cause problems for the president. 


AP Images 


Putin Government Muzzles Political Opponent 

“We won’t be having an election because Vladimir Putin is horribly afraid. He sees a threat in compet- 
ing with me.” 

If polls can be believed, Putin has a huge lead over opposition candidate Aleksei NavalIny. Yet the Putin 
government has barred him from competing in the upcoming March election and warned Navalny not 
to start a campaign to have people boycott the election. 


Guatemala’s High Court Orders Withdrawal of UN’s Pro-abortion Manual 

“The Court surpassed all our expectations in defending the protection of life from inception.” 
Attorney Astrid Rios was very pleased her country s highest court issued a ruling that explicitly protects 
children from the moment of conception. The pro-abortion manual in question was created with help 
from the United Nations Population Fund. 


Islamic State Continues Its Dominance in Portions of Afghanistan 
“Tt’s like a balloon. We squeeze them in this area and they’Il try to move out elsewhere.” 
Regions of Afghanistan still remain controlled by ISIS militants as 
the United States marks 17 years of fighting in the war-torn nation. 
General John Nicholson, Jr., the American and NATO commander 
in the country, knows the difficulty facing his forces in Afghanistan. 


Will the Wall Promised by Trump Ever Be Built? 

“Look, he’s got to save face.” 

A portion of the border between the United States and Mexico can 
be found in the district represented by Texas Democratic Congress- 
man Henry Cuellar. He believes there will eventually be a wall at 
the border that President Trump can point to as the fulfillment of his 
major promise. er 
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California’s wildfire season can be blamed on many things — but not global warming. 
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by James Murphy 


G oY = never want a serious cri- 

sis to go to waste,” former 

Obama chief of staff and 
current Chicago mayor Rahm Emanuel 
once famously said. In other words, when 
something horrific happens, make sure 
to use it to further your own political 
agenda. The recent California wildfires 
are one such crisis that climate alarmists 
have pounced upon in order to moan about 
the hypothetical menace of anthropogenic 
global warming. Unfortunately for the 
doomsayers, science and facts simply do 
not line up with their claims. 

California Governor Jerry Brown has 
been very vocal in blaming the intensity 
of California’s recent wildfires on an- 
thropogenic (man-made) global warm- 
ing. Brown has called the extremely 
large fires of this year “a new normal.” 
The governor didn’t mince words when 
he claimed, “With climate change, some 
scientists are saying Southern California 
is literally burning up.” 

And Governor Brown is not alone. Co- 
lumbia University climate scientist A. Park 
Williams said of the 2017 California wild- 
fires, “This is looking like the type of year 
that might occur more often in the future.” 
UCLA climate scientist Daniel Swain says, 
“There’s a clear climate signal in these fires 
because of the drought conditions con- 
nected to climate change.” Even former 
President Barack Obama linked more se- 
vere wildfires to climate change in a 2014 
interview with NBC’s Al Roker: “This is a 
problem that is affecting Americans right 
now. Whether it means increased flooding, 
greater vulnerability to drought, more se- 
vere wildfires — all these things are having 
an impact on Americans as we speak.” 

But despite those pronouncements, the 
actual science on whether or not man- 
made global warming is intensifying 
wildfires in California and elsewhere is 
far from settled. In fact, those claims are 
in a great deal of doubt. 

In Wales, a 2016 study by Swansea 
University professors Stefan H. Doerr and 
Cristina Santin, published by the U.K.’s 
Royal Society, concluded that “the widely 
held perception of increasing fire and fire 
impacts at the global and some regional 
scales is not well supported by the realities 
that the available data show.” The authors 
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further deduced that “there is less overall 
fire in the landscape today than there has 
been centuries ago.” 

In 2013, Dr. Bjorn Lomborg of the 
Copenhagen Consensus Center declared, 
“Historical analysis of wildfires around 
the world shows that since 1950 their 
numbers have decreased globally by 
15%.” Lomborg also tweeted in October 
of this year, “Forest fires in California and 
elsewhere devastating. But nowhere near 
record. About 1/5 of US Wildfire record.” 

Back in America, Dr. David B. South, 
professor of forestry and wildlife sciences 
at Auburn University, recently told the 
Senate Environment and Public Works 
Committee, “To attribute this human 
caused increase in fire risk to carbon di- 
oxide emissions is simply unscientific.” 


The federal government’s own data show 
that the number and scale of wildfires has 
decreased dramatically since the 1930s. 
Wildfires in the United States destroyed 
more than 50 million acres in 1930. In 
2017, approximately nine million acres 
have been destroyed. 

“These data suggest that extremely large 
mega-fires were four times more com- 
mon before 1940,” South said. “We cannot 
reasonably say that anthropogenic global 
warming causes extremely large wildfires.” 

But there’s no doubt that, in recent 
years, the wildfires in California and other 
Western states have become more intense 
and more destructive. Why is that? There 
are many factors, both natural and man- 
made, that have contributed to the inten- 
sity of the wildfires in California. 


Heated rhetoric: California Governor Jerry Brown has been very vocal in blaming the intense 
wildfires in his state on climate change, calling the 2017 wildfire season “a new normal.” 
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Mother Nature’s Role 

California’s climate always has been and 
always will be ripe for wildfires. Most of 
the state has what is known as a Mediter- 
ranean Climate. Wet winters become dry 
summers as the jet stream moves north. 
This has always been so. Areas in Cali- 
fornia at risk for wildfires will almost al- 
ways be dry by the end of summer when 
wildfire season begins because summer 
months are always dry. 

All fires require fuel and an ignition 
source. The Santa Ana and Diablo winds 
that California experiences increase both 
of these things. The Santa Anas, in particu- 
lar, are extremely dry and hot downslope 
winds that occur yearly in California, most 
typically in the autumn. The Santa Anas 
usually peak in September or October. The 
winds first dry out the vegetation, which 


creates kindling for the infernos. The 
heavy gusts, sometimes up to 80 mph, then 
blow trees and power lines down, creating 
the sparks needed for ignition. 

Another natural factor is that the Pa- 
cific Ocean is currently in a weak La Nifia 
phase. This phenomenon, as opposed to 
its sibling phase El Nifio, creates a gener- 
ally cooler environment in the Pacific. La 
Nifia seems to be caused by a build-up of 
cooler-than-normal waters in the Pacific 
Ocean between the Tropics of Cancer and 
Capricorn — not global warming. Upwell- 
ing brings this cooler water to the surface, 
which drops the temperature of the surface 
water, thus affecting the climate. 

La Nifa disrupts weather patterns and 
makes it difficult for late autumn storms 
to make landfall in California. The entire 
southern tier of America typically sees far 


less precipitation during times of La Nifa. 
It is speculated that a long period of La 
Nifia caused the dust-bowl conditions in 
1930s America. Precipitation, stalled by 
La Nifia, could have stopped the large 
Southern California fires far more quickly. 

Referencing the Thomas Fire in Ventura 
County, Governor Brown claimed, “The 
fires are changing.... The way this fire 
performed, it’s not the way it usually has 
been. Going in lots of directions, moving 
fast, even without the hot winds.” 

The phenomenon the governor is refer- 
encing — with the fire moving in differ- 
ent directions and seemingly creating its 
own winds — is commonly known as the 
Peshtigo Paradigm, so named for an 1871 
wildfire in Northern Wisconsin that killed 
over 1,200 people. The Allied militaries 
studied the effects of the Peshtigo Fire in 
order to recreate them over Dresden and 
Tokyo in World War II. The paradigm pos- 
its that any large fire with a large supply 
of fuel will basically create its own wind 
conditions. So the California fires are not 
acting differently at all. Fire is simply act- 
ing the way it always acts. 

There is even data that suggests that a 
warmer, drier climate — such as the climate 
that climate alarmists predict — would ac- 


Blowing flames up, not out: The Santa Ana and Diablo winds are the main reasons that wildfires spread so quickly in California. The yearly winds 
are also a primary ignition source for fires. 
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tually /essen the intensity of the California 
wildfires. Take the 2017 season for exam- 
ple. The previous winter was very wet in 
California. That extra moisture meant that 
a bumper crop of grass and other vegetation 
grew during the year. The natural, yearly 
drying of these grasslands created a great 
deal more kindling-like fuel, which contrib- 
uted to the severity of the 2017 fires. 


Mankind’s Role 

Mankind definitely does have a hand in 
the increase in severity of the California 
fires. It is not, however, due to anthropo- 
genic global warming. Much of the blame 
lies in man’s attempts to meddle with the 
environment through poorly thought-out 
laws and policy decisions. Government 
— the same government that wants you to 
believe that only it can solve the problem 
— is actually the cause of much of it. 

In a May 2017 congressional hearing on 
wildfire suppression, U.S. Representative 
Tom McClintock (R-Calif.) put it like this: 
“Forty-five years ago, we began impos- 
ing laws that have made the management 
of our forests all but impossible.” Mc- 
Clintock has also stated, “Time and again, 
we see vivid boundaries between the 
young, healthy, growing forests managed 
by state, local and private landholders, and 
the choked, dying or burned federal for- 
ests.” A quick look on Google Maps con- 
firms the congressman’s claim. The satel- 
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lite images of California’s national forests 
are startling, showing crowded, brown and 
dry vegetation. Often a river or a highway 
separates the poorly managed federal 
lands from forests that are privately owned 
or managed by the state or a county. It’s 
amazing how climate change knows those 
exact boundaries. 

McClintock further stated, “The laws 
of the past forty-five years have not only 
failed to protect the forest environment 
— they have done immeasurable harm to 
our forests.” 

That harm may indeed be immeasur- 
able, but certain aspects of it can be mea- 
sured. The U.S. Forest Service estimates 
that 102 million trees have died in Califor- 
nia forests since 2010. Climate alarmists 
point to this as more proof of global warm- 
ing. But the tree die-off is more about 
overcrowding than anything else. In the 
Sierra Nevada, the land can comfortably 
support 20-100 trees per acre. Because of 
the EPA’s abuse of private landowners re- 
garding tree removal, the current density 
is 266 trees per acre. That type of over- 
crowding stresses trees to a point where 
they become easy prey to disease, pesti- 
lence, drought, and, of course, wildfires. 

The laws that McClintock is specifical- 
ly referencing are the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act, enacted in 1970, and 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973. Both 
of these laws, as well as dozens of other 


Myth of massive scale: Although fires have 
increased slightly over the past two decades, 
overall the number of acres destroyed has 
decreased greatly since the 1930s. 


laws passed in their wake, have made 
common-sense, scientific management of 
federal forests extremely difficult. 

For instance, a large component of 
common-sense forest management used to 
be timber sales. Private timber concerns 
would pay the federal government for the 
right to come in and responsibly harvest 
old-growth trees and remove them. The 
sales still exist, but the bureaucracy and 
red-tape involved in harvesting trees from 
federal lands owing to environmental ex- 
tremism is cost-prohibitive to the timber 
companies. As a result of federal laws, 
not only are the federal forests dying from 
overcrowding and the resulting fires, but 
the timber business is also being killed off 
in the process. In 1981, California boasted 
149 sawmills. Today, only 27 remain. 

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
was set to expire in 1992 but has been 
kept alive by Congress, which each year 
approves funding that keeps the program 
alive. The program perpetually prohibits 
property owners from making changes to 
their own property, ostensibly to protect 
rodent, bird, and reptile habitats. 

From 1993 until 2003, property own- 
ers in Riverside County were prohibited 
from removing brush from their proper- 
ties because it had become a habitat for 
the kangaroo rat. A wildfire in 2003 blazed 
in Riverside County, killing 27 people and 
destroying 2,700 houses. Much of that 
fire was fueled by the brush that property 
owners were forbidden to remove. The rat 
habitat was destroyed as well. 

Early in the last century, conservation- 
ists called for a total suppression policy in 
response to large outbreaks of wildfires in 
1905 and 1910. At that time, the U.S. For- 
est Service was designated as the federal 
agency tasked with the elimination of these 
fires. After more than a hundred years, the 
Forest Service is still the agency assigned 
this task. In 2016, approximately 55 percent 
of the agency’s budget went to firefighting. 
The firefighting budget is typically taken 
from other Forest Service programs, most 
notably forest-management programs. 

Total fire suppression allows dead and 
dying trees and other decaying plant mat- 
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ter to gather in forests instead of being 
burned up periodically. This creates more 
and drier fuel, worsening conditions and 
making at-risk areas even more ripe for 
larger and more severe fires. 

And it’s not just federal policy that ex- 
acerbates these fires. State, county, and 
local lawmakers bear partial responsibility 
for the horrific 2017 fire season. Misman- 
agement and a lack of forethought regard- 
ing community development are major 
reasons that the California wildfires have 
been so catastrophic recently. 

There have been a large number of hous- 
es built in areas that are very susceptible to 
wildfires. This is a direct result of irrespon- 
sible community planning. Areas in Cali- 
fornia’s wildland urban interface (WUI) 
have grown more than 300 percent in just 
the last 50 years. A WUI is an area where 
housing and vegetation are extremely close 
together. This poor planning places thou- 
sands in areas at high risk for wildfires. 

Local governments and counties also 
bear responsibility for a lack of proper 
planning and maintenance of electrical fa- 
cilities such as power lines in these areas. 
Above-ground electrical wires are very 
susceptible to arcing, especially in high 


in Ventura County on December 4. The 
fire, which has now been classified as the 
largest wildfire in California’s history and 
has destroyed more than 281,000 acres, 
was 100-percent contained as of January 
12, according to the U.S. Forest Service. 

Wildfires can have many sources, but 
man’s maliciousness and carelessness 
are the top causes. Whether it’s homeless 
people building fires in an attempt to stay 
warm at night, arson, or just a downed 
powerline in a fire-prone area, the majori- 
ty of these fires can be traced back to some 
human activity. 

Wildfires are naturally occurring phe- 
nomena that have existed ever since veg- 
etation first appeared on the Earth. Sci- 
entists, conservationists, and anyone else 
concerned with wildfires recognize them as 
a necessary part of the ecosystem. Certain 
ecosystems — such as California’s Chapar- 
ral — actually rely on wildfires to clear out 
detritus that accumulates over the years. 

So, it’s complicated. There are many 
factors both natural and man-made that are 
driving the inten- 
sity of California’s 
wildfires. Blaming 
the fires on an- 
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Location, location, location: The Thomas 
Fire threatens a Santa Barbara-area home. 
Irresponsible development has placed 
thousands of homes in areas ripe for wildfires. 


worst sense. Climate alarmists simply can- 
not help themselves. The dramatic footage 
of flames licking hundreds of feet into the 
air and the valiant, soot-stained firefight- 
ers is just too good a photo-op to pass up. 
Much like polar bears seemingly trapped 
on ice floes or large chunks of glaciers fall- 
ing into the ocean, the horrific images of 
these fires are a tool that is used by the cli- 
mate alarmists to further their agenda. 

Climate-change activists wish for you 
to believe that a rise in carbon dioxide lev- 
els, caused by man, has already changed 
California’s climate to an extent that the 
fire season has not only been extended, but 
worsened. But science and facts simply do 
not line up with their assertions. 

It’s almost as if Governor Brown and 
the rest of the climate alarmists want more 
and bigger fires, if only to prove a point. Hl 
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gusts generated by the Santa Ana and Di- 
ablo winds. Such poor planning provides 
yet another source of ignition for fires. 
However, there is some good news to 
report on the Thomas Fire which ignited 


thropogenic global 
warming is not 
only inaccurate and 
lazy, it is politically 
motivated in the 
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‘THE LEFT 


WANTS A CON-CON JOO 


It might seem as if the movement to have a constitutional convention to alter or rewrite 
the Constitution is a right-wing one, but the Left wants it too, and they have more to gain. 


by Christian Gomez 


wenty-eight states have “live” 
applications to Congress to call 
a convention to propose a Bal- 
anced Budget Amendment (BBA) to the 
U.S. Constitution, as of January 2018. 
Although such a convention has never 
before been convened to propose any of 
the existing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, Article V of the Constitution states 
that it can be done “on the application of 
the legislatures of two thirds of the several 
states” (that is, 34 states). And when that 
threshold is reached, Article V stipulates 
that Congress “shall call a convention for 
proposing amendments.” 

The most recent of these 28 applications 
for a BBA constitutional convention (Con- 
Con) to pass was from the legislature of 
Wisconsin. The Wisconsin BBA Con-Con 
application — Assembly Joint Resolution 
21 — passed along strongly partisan lines 
without a single vote from a Democratic 
legislator. In fact, the Article V convention 
movement is primarily regarded as a con- 
servative Republican initiative by both its 
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supporters, who promise it is the solution 
to curb liberal big government, and by de- 
tractors on the Left, who fear a Republican 
rewrite of the Constitution. 

In some cases the mostly liberal op- 
position from left-wing groups such as 
Common Cause have incidentally helped 
convince Republican legislators that a 
Con-Con or convention of states is a good 
idea. However, most conservative and 
even self-proclaimed constitutionalist sup- 
porters of a convention may be surprised 
to learn that there are also liberal and pro- 
gressive Democrats gunning for an oppor- 
tunity to get their hands on the Constitu- 
tion and make their own changes to it at a 
convention — even one initiated by Re- 
publicans with ostensibly “conservative” 
objectives. Regardless if one believes it or 
not, the Left wants a Con-Con too! 


Same Old Lies 

Liberal Democratic opposition to a BBA 
should not be conflated with opposition to 
a Con-Con. While it is true that the George 
Soros-backed Common Cause opposes a 
BBA Con-Con and rightfully even warns 


how such a convention could be analogous 
to opening Pandora’s Box — putting the 
entire Constitution and Bill of Rights on 
the table — they were supporters of a Con- 
Con just a few years ago. Prior to 2015, 
Common Cause supported resolutions 
in state legislatures, such as Maryland’s 
Democracy Amendment in 2014, which 
included provisions calling on Congress 
to call a constitutional convention to pro- 
pose the amendment. Instead of being for 
the BBA, Common Cause supported a 
Con-Con to reverse the Supreme Court’s 
2010 decision in Citizens United v. FEC in 
order to “get money out of politics” and 
instead have public-financed elections. 

In fact, some left-wing organizations 
remain committed to a Con-Con for the 
very same reason that Common Cause 
was. Among these left-wing organizations 
are Get Money Out-Maryland, Move to 
Amend, Wolf-PAC, and Wyoming Prom- 
ise. The most prominent of the four is 
Wolf-PAC, founded by producer and host 
of The Young Turks Cenk Uygur. 

Like groups on the Right pushing for 
a convention, Wolf-PAC makes a pitch 
that their convention would be limited to 
a single-subject amendment. Likewise, 
Wolf-PAC brushes aside the real con- 
cerns of a “runaway convention,” going 
so far as to deny the historical fact that 
the delegates to the original 1787 Phila- 
delphia Convention exceeded their man- 
dates to revise the then-governing Arti- 
cles of Confederation (which fortunately 
turned out well for us, giving birth to the 
present Constitution). They also perpetu- 
ate the false-assurance narrative that any 
amendments produced at the convention 
would require the ratification of three- 
fourths of the several states. 

Facts are stubborn, especially those ce- 
mented in history. The truth is that the same 
“safeguards” used to assuage the concerns 
of legislators today about a “runaway con- 
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vention” also existed in Article XIII of the 
Articles of Confederation (AoC) during 
the Philadelphia Convention. Like today’s 
ratification requirements in Article V of 
the Constitution, stipulating that proposed 
amendments only become part of the Con- 
stitution when “ratified by the legislatures 
of three fourths of the several states, or 
by conventions in three fourths thereof,” 
Article XIII of the AoC specifically stated 
that “any alterations” had to “be agreed to 
in a Congress of the United States, and be 
afterwards confirmed by the /egislatures 
of every state.” (Emphasis added.) 

The AoC had an even higher standard 
for safeguarding itself from alteration than 
the Constitution does today. However, 
even with that safeguard in place, the del- 
egates to the Philadelphia Convention did 
more than simply make alterations or re- 
vise the AoC. Not only did they scrap this 
mode of ratification, in favor of a lower 
threshold, they also ratified the Consti- 
tution under it. In other words, the Con- 
stitution was ratified by its own mode of 
ratification prior to the ratification of that 
mode. On September 13, 1788, with only 
11 of the 13 states having ratified the new 
Constitution, the Continental Congress 
passed a resolution declaring that it “had 
been ratified.” 

Ever since the 1787 convention, his- 
torical precedent has been on the side 
of a runaway convention, rather than a 
totally safeguarded one, meaning that a 
modern-day convention could propose 
bad amendments or even a totally new 
constitution and force it on the American 
people by way of creating and utilizing a 
new mode of ratification. There goes the 
three-fourths ratification requirement and 
safeguard. 

Nevertheless, Wolf-PAC, just like the 
Convention of States Project (COS) on 
the Right, says that can’t happen, despite 
the fact that it already did. In fact, Cenk 
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Professor Lawrence Lessig at ConConCon 


TYT) The Young Turks 


Runaway enthusiasm: On a video posted on The Young Turks YouTube channel, show host, 
producer, and founder of Wolf-PAC Cenk Uygur (left) can be seen agreeing with liberal Harvard 
Law Professor Lawrence Lessig on the need to “get some more runaway conventions going.” 


Uygur often belittles those who suggest 
that this could happen again. However, 
in 2011 while attending the Harvard Uni- 
versity Constitutional Convention Con- 
ference (ConConCon), in which both 
the Left and Right were invited to dis- 
cuss how they could use a constitutional 
convention to their own benefits, Uygur 
briefly interviewed Harvard Law Profes- 
sor Lawrence Lessig, one of the leftist 
Con-Con enthusiasts who spearheaded 
the gathering. When Uygur noted that the 
original convention was a “runaway con- 
vention” and that it produced the current 
Constitution, Lessig gleefully responded, 
“Let’s get some more runaway conven- 
tions going.” To which, Uygur cheerfully 
replied, “exactly.” 

A video of this exchange is presently 
available on The Young Turks YouTube 


In fact, if one thinks that The Nation magazine's 
Con-Con demands are far-fetched and not to be 
taken seriously, note that the overwhelmingly liberal 
Democratic-majority State legislature of Hawaii has 
already tried to implement some of these ideas. 
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channel. The video, entitled “Professor 
Lawrence Lessig at ConConCon,” runs 
for a total of three minutes and 24 seconds. 

On the one hand, Uygur says that a 
“runaway convention” can’t happen, but 
on the other hand, he agrees with someone 
who says that more are needed. So which 
is it? Well, if reversing Citizens United to 
have publicly funded elections was all that 
the Left wanted to change in the Constitu- 
tion, they might have a leg of credibility 
to stand on. 

Getting money out of politics, revers- 
ing Citizens United, and having publicly 
funded elections is just the beginning of 
what the Left wants to change in the 
Constitution. 


The Nation’s Progressive Angle 
To see a litany of proposed amendments 
the Left would like to see added to the 
Constitution, one need look no further 
than the weekly archliberal The Nation 
magazine. The tiber-leftist publication for 
progressive and Marxian ideas recently 
came out in favor of a constitutional con- 
vention under Article V, in its September 
20-27, 2017 issue. 

Richard Kreitner, who is on The Nation 
magazine’s editorial staff, wrote the arti- 
cle entitled “The US Constitution Is Over 
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2 Centuries Old and Showing Its Age,” 
followed with the subtitle, “To fix our 
broken system, we need a new constitu- 
tional convention.” The article states that 
because most constitutional amendments 
proposed by Congress don’t get ratified, 
“A convention of states, therefore, is the 
best remaining option for sorely needed 
constitutional reforms.” 

Like Uygur, The Nation also reached out 
to Lessig. Not only did Lessig perpetuate 
the same dishonest talking point as Wolf- 
PAC and COS that a truly “crazy” amend- 
ment, as he put it, would not make it past 
three-fourths of the states for ratification, 
he was also quoted as saying, “I don’t fear 
a so-called runaway convention.” Later in 
the article, author Kreitner admitted, “The 
left shouldn’t be afraid of a ‘runaway con- 
vention.’ It should welcome one.” 

Just how far does The Nation want a 
convention to run away? In addition to 
the aforementioned amendment to over- 
turn Citizens United, the article advocates 
for an amendment to do away with the 
Electoral College, relying instead entirely 
on the national popular vote to elect the 
president and vice president. 

“It’s difficult to imagine a new conven- 
tion producing a political system more 
skewed toward rural states than the one we 
have now,” The Nation writes about the 
prospect of abolishing the Electoral Col- 
lege at a convention. 

The anti-republican tendencies of pro- 
gressives pushing for “democracy” would 
further make the states superfluous, adding 
to the 17th Amendment, which took away 
the power of the state legislatures to choose 
their state’s own U.S. senators and changed 
the system to one where senators are elect- 
ed by popular vote, meaning the states no 
longer had any legislators safeguarding 
their powers. Likewise, the direct election 
of the president and vice-president threat- 
ens to erode what little remaining influence 
the states have on the federal government. 
Instead of keeping the United States as a 
republic, it would be transformed into a 
united people s democracy. 

Under a national popular vote amend- 
ment, future presidential candidates would 
only need to campaign in large metropoli- 
tan cities such as L.A., New York City, 
and Chicago, while skipping whole states 
such as Wyoming and Oklahoma, where 
votes would be irrelevant to the outcome. 
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“Throughout American history, there 
have been hundreds of attempts to abolish 
the Electoral College. All began in Con- 
gress, and all failed. It’s time to try another 
way,” The Nation writes, implying a Con- 
Con as that other way. 

Like COS, the Left would also like to 
have term limits on Supreme Court jus- 
tices. As for doing away with presidential 
life appointments of justices, The Nation 
supports the suggestion of some liberal 
constitutional scholars for nonrenewable 
18-year terms, which would allow for 
every president to nominate two justices 
per term. 

Channeling FDR and Universal Dec- 
laration of Human Rights architect El- 
eanor Roosevelt’s “freedom from want,” 
aka “second generation rights,” The Na- 
tion further envisions: “Other issues now 
pressed by the left — the right to health 
care, education, housing, the vote, even a 
basic income — could also be raised in a 
convention of states.” 

In fact, if one thinks that The Nation 
magazine’s Con-Con demands are far- 
fetched and not to be taken seriously, note 
that the overwhelmingly liberal Demo- 
cratic-majority state legislature of Hawaii 
has already tried to implement some of 
these ideas. 

In Hawaii’s 2012 legislative session, 
liberal Democratic state legislators intro- 
duced House Concurrent Resolution 114, 
a radical leftist Con-Con application that 


sought to repeal the Second Amendment, 
declare ObamaCare to be constitutional, 
and abolish the Electoral College. 

The key excerpts of Hawaii’s H.C.R. 
114 (2012) read: 


Whereas, the Legislature supports 
the proposal and ratification of the 
following amendments to the United 
States Constitution: 

(1) The repeal or modification of 
the Second Amendment to strengthen 
firearms restrictions; 

(2) A declaration of the constitu- 
tionality of the federal Patient Protec- 
tion and Affordable Care Act, includ- 
ing the individual mandate requiring 
the purchase of health insurance; 

(3) An amendment to Article I, 
Section 5, to prohibit the supermajor- 
ity cloture requirement under Rule 22 
of the United States Senate for end- 
ing floor debates and filibusters, to 
facilitate a more reasonable voting 
standard for cloture; 

(4) An amendment abolishing the 
electoral college established under 
Article II, Section 1, and providing 
for the direct election of the United 
States President and Vice President 
by voters; and 

(5) An amendment to Article I, 
Section 2, Clause 2, to require that 
Senate confirmations of appoint- 
ments of officers of the United States 


Lauded by lefties: The September 20-27, 2017 issue of the arch-liberal The Nation magazine 
published an article calling on the Left to embrace a convention of states, under Article V, in order 
to “fix our broken system” and propose progressive amendments to the Constitution. 
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Relegating the rural population: Under a national popular vote amendment, future presidential 
candidates would only need to campaign in large metropolitan cities such as New York City or Los 
Angeles, and would altogether bypass less-populated states such as Oklahoma and Wyoming. 


be made by a simple majority vote 
within sixty days of the nomination. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED 
that this Concurrent Resolution 
constitutes a continuing application 
in accordance with Article V of the 
United States Constitution until at 
least two-thirds of the legislatures of 
the several states have made applica- 
tion for a constitutional convention 
that is limited to consideration of 
the amendments to the United States 
Constitution enumerated in this Con- 
current Resolution. 


Fortunately, the resolution failed to pass 
and was left in committee, where it ulti- 
mately died; however, it reveals just how 
far some on the Left are willing to go for 
an Article V convention. Don’t expect the 
Left, progressives, and Democrats to sit 
idly by at a convention as Republicans 
make changes to the law of the land. Both 
The Nation’s Con-Con article and Ha- 
wail’s H.C.R. 114 from 2012 demonstrate 
the type of Con-Con the Left wants. 


Gunning for the Second Amendment 

In addition to Hawaii’s H.C.R. 114 
(2012), others on the Left also want to 
take aim at the Second Amendment. One 
of the other participants at the Harvard 
ConConCon was then-Texas Wesleyan 
Law School Professor Mary Penrose, 
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who currently teaches at Texas A&M 
University School of Law. While speak- 
ing at the 2013 UConn School of Law 
Second Amendment Symposium, Pen- 
rose said gun violence required “drastic 
measures” and affirmed that “there is not 
a single amendment that is absolute.... 
No constitutional right is sacred.” She 
continued, “It’s time today, in our dras- 
tic measures, to repeal and replace that 
Second Amendment.” As for her method 
of choice for repealing and replacing the 
Second Amendment, Penrose said, “My 
solution goes through the Article V pro- 
cess ... through the states model.” 

Replace it with what? In the May 2014 
issue of the Connecticut Law Review, Pen- 
rose wrote an article entitled “A Return to 
the States’ Rights Model: Amending the 
Constitution’s Most Controversial and 
Misunderstood Provision,” in which she 
calls for repealing and replacing the Sec- 
ond Amendment via an Article V constitu- 
tional convention. 

In her article Penrose writes, “I feel 
compelled to put forth a modest proposal 
to amend the Second Amendment so as to 
strengthen its presumed protections.” Pen- 
rose continues, “Article V permits us to 
amend the Second Amendment to replace 
it with something much more applicable to 
our modern times.” To see just how “mod- 
est” Penrose’s proposal is, read it here, as 
it appears in her article: 
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PROPOSAL: Twenty-Eighth 
Amendment to the United States 
Constitution 

Sec. 1: The Second Amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States 
is hereby replaced immediately with 
this new Amendment. 

Sec. 2: Congress shall make no law 
regulating or otherwise restricting the 
use, ownership or transfer of guns and 
weaponry. Congress retains, however, 
the sole power to regulate and restrict 
all weaponry intended for military 
use, including tanks, drones, bombs, 
and fully automatic guns and weap- 
onry. No such restriction or regulation 
may be made on the basis of race, sex, 
national origin, or religious heritage. 

Sec. 3: Existing federal gun con- 
trol laws regulating felons in posses- 
sion or persons under indictment for 
domestic violence are not affected by 
this Amendment. Such existing laws 
remain valid, but no new regulations 
may be initiated at the federal level 
except as provided in Section 2 of 
this Amendment. 

Sec. 4: Each State has the power 
to regulate or restrict the use, owner- 
ship, and transfer of all non-military 
style weaponry, including all semi- 
automatic guns, within its borders. 
No such restriction or regulation may 
be made on the basis of race, sex, na- 
tional origin, or religious heritage. 

Sec. 5: This article shall be inop- 
erative unless it shall have been rati- 
fied as an amendment to the Consti- 
tution by conventions in the several 
States, as provided in the Constitu- 
tion, within seven years from the date 
of the submission hereof to the States 
by Congress. 


Space does not permit a thorough exami- 
nation of Penrose’s proposed 28th Amend- 
ment; however, you can judge for yourself 
whether it meets your satisfaction. 

In his book Six Amendments: How and 
Why We Should Change the Constitution 
(2014), former Supreme Court Associate 
Justice John Paul Stevens also took a shot 
at the Second Amendment, proposing that 
it be changed to read as follows: “A well 
regulated Militia, being necessary to the 
security of a free State, the right of the 
people to keep and bear Arms when serv- 
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ing in the militia shall not be infringed.” 
(Emphasis added.) The addition of these 
five words would essentially allow for 
the criminalization and disarming of law- 
abiding citizens unless they are serving 
in the “militia,” by which liberals such as 
Justice Stevens mean the National Guard 
rather than the historical definition simply 
referring to the average citizen. 


The Article V-less Convention? 
Another law-school professor who wants 
to use an Article V convention is Boston 
University School of Law Professor Jack 
Beermann, who is also a contributor for 
the liberal online HuffPost (formerly the 
Huffington Post). In a piece for HuffPost, 
entitled “Can We Abolish The Electoral 
College?” posted on December 12, 2016, 
Beermann uses no subtlety when express- 
ing his disdain for the Electoral College. 
“The Electoral College is a by-product 
of slavery and a close cousin of the anti- 
democratic instincts of the Framers of the 
Constitution,” the law professor writes. 

Admittedly upset by how “the majority 
of Americans who voted for Hillary Clin- 
ton are not up in arms over the Electoral 
College,” Beermann writes that the “Elec- 
toral College may be amenable to a legis- 
lative fix, but a constitutional amendment 
is the only way to ensure change.” 

“The real cure for the Electoral Col- 
lege,” according to Beermann, “is a con- 
stitutional amendment abolishing it and 
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awarding the presidency to the winner of 
the popular vote.” 

Inspired by how the Framers of the 
Constitution “originally set out in the late 
1780s to amend the Articles [of Confed- 
eration],” but instead “quickly turned to a 
complete re-write and replacement,” and 
also by how they ignored the required 
unanimity provisions of its Article XIII in 
order to ratify the new Constitution with 
only nine states, Beermann asks, “Why 
couldn’t we do the same?” 

To eradicate the Electoral College, 
Beermann prescribes that a “group of pop- 
ulous states could convene a constitutional 
convention, invite representatives of all 
fifty states, and adopt a new Constitution 
without abiding by Article V's process.” 
(Emphasis added.) In other words, never 
mind the arduous and tedious task of hav- 
ing to convince enough state legislatures 
to make the required applications to Con- 
gress to call a convention to propose this 
amendment, just convene it anyway! 

And as if that wasn’t enough, Beer- 
mann further suggests utilizing that illicit 
convention to draft an entirely new con- 
stitution, supposedly based on the current 
Constitution, just minus the Electoral Col- 
lege and eliminating the equal suffrage of 
states in the Senate! In his own words, 
Beermann boldly elaborates: 


The twenty most populous states 
contain about two-thirds of the pop- 


The Left wants losers: Leftists aim to repeal and/or replace the Second Amendment, using an 
Article V convention of states as their ammunition. Leftists with this goal range from Hawaiian 
Democratic lawmakers to Texas A&M University School of Law Professor Mary Penrose. 
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ulation of the United States. They 
could draft a new Constitution, based 
on the current Constitution but with- 
out the Electoral College and per- 
haps with a revamped Senate with 
larger states having three Senators 
and smaller states having one. And 
they could provide that the new Con- 
stitution would go into effect if rati- 
fied by fifteen of those twenty states, 
or by states representing a specified 
percentage (say, sixty percent) of the 
population. [Emphasis added. ] 


Wow, where does one even begin to unrav- 
el that? Under Beermann’s “new Constitu- 
tion,” states such as California and New 
York would have three U.S. senators com- 
pared to states like Wyoming, Nebraska, 
or Kentucky’s one. One wonders which 
Kentucky senator Beermann would prefer 
to see gone, Mitch McConnell or Rand 
Paul? Regardless of who, the surviving 
senator from the Blue Grass state would 
still be outnumbered by California’s Ka- 
mala Harris, Dianne Feinstein, and per- 
haps Barbara Boxer redux. And as THE 
NEw AMERICAN has previously warned 
about a potential Article V convention, 
the threshold for the mode of ratification 
in Beermann’s Con-Con would be further 
lowered from the currently required “three 
fourths of the several states” to as low as 
just 15 of the 20 most populous states, to 
say nothing of the other 30 lesser-populat- 
ed states. And this, ladies and gentlemen, 
is what we mean when we say a “runaway 
convention.” 

Like both Lawrence Lessig and The Na- 
tion magazine, Professor Beermann wants 
not only a constitutional convention but 
a “runaway convention” too. Read Beer- 
mann’s article — it truly speaks for itself. 


Recap the Reality 

The Left wants a Con-Con, too, so let us 
recap and tally what new proposed amend- 
ments we have accumulated thus far: 

* Getting money out of politics/over- 
turning Citizens United (Get Money Out 
-Maryland, Move to Amend, Wolf-PAC, 
and Wyoming Promise); 

¢ Abolishing the Electoral College, 
providing for the direct election of the 
president and vice-president (The Nation, 
Hawaii’s 2012 H.C.R. 114, and Professor 
Beermann); 
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¢ The right to healthcare, education, 
housing, and a basic income (The Nation); 

¢ Repealing (and replacing) the Second 
Amendment (Hawaii’s 2012 H.C.R. 114, 
former Justice Stevens, and Professor Pen- 
rose); 

¢ Making ObamaCare and the individu- 
al mandate constitutional (Hawaii’s 2012 
H.C.R. 114); 

¢ Prohibiting supermajority cloture in 
the Senate (Hawaii’s 2012 H.C.R. 114); 

¢ Simple majority vote for Senate con- 
firmations (Hawaii’s 2012 H.C.R. 114); 
and 

¢ Providing more-populous states with 
three U.S. senators and less-populous 
states with only one senator (Professor 
Beermann). 

To the conservative grassroots activist, 
we ask, “Do you still want that conven- 
tion of states?” The ramifications of just 
some of these proposed amendments by 
the Left — let alone all of them — are far- 
reaching and would fundamentally alter 
the fabric of our Constitution and country. 
In his book Republic, Lost: The Corrup- 
tion of Equality and the Steps to End It 
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(2015), Lawrence Lessig writes, “The key 
is a simple compromise. We get to con- 
sider our proposals if you get to consider 
yours.” The Left’s demands may be am- 
bitious, but they may consider a trade-off 
with those on the Right who are desperate 
for a balanced budget amendment or any 
other Republican-desired amendments. 

Recognizing this threat to the Constitu- 
tion from both the Left and the Right, The 
John Birch Society has been at the fore- 
front in educating voters about the poten- 
tial risks of a Con-Con. The John Birch 
Society has been a leader in encouraging 
constituents to contact their state legisla- 
tors to oppose Article V convention appli- 
cation resolutions and to instead support 
the passage of resolutions rescinding past 
applications. Art Thompson, CEO of The 
John Birch Society, told THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, a JBS affiliate: 


If you are confused about the entire 
process of a Con-Con, just remember 
one thing: The federal government at 
all levels ignores the Constitution. 
That is why we have the problems 


2nd Amendment — Right to Bear Arms HD 
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Lawless lawyer: In an online article published on HuffPost in 2016, Boston University School 
of Law Professor Jack Beermann suggested that the 20 most populous states convene a 
constitutional convention of their own, without abiding by Article V, to draft a new Constitution. 
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that we do. They will continue to 
ignore it and any new amendments 
until the American people force them 
to obey the Constitution through the 
ballot box. 


If lawmakers are circumventing the Con- 
stitution now, there is no reason to believe 
that any new amendments intended to curb 
out-of-control big government would be 
adhered to. Instead, amendments such as 
those proposed by the Left could reshape 
our government from a republic into a pro- 
gressive leftist democracy. 

Thompson continued, “The emphasis 
should be on their oath of office being up- 
held, not changing the Constitution — after 
all, it isn’t the Constitution that is defective, 
it is they who are implementing it. They are 
the ones who have to be changed.” Rather 
than Article V, The John Birch Society ad- 
vocates the use of Article VI — that is the 
oath of office to support the Constitution 
and the Supremacy Clause that only recog- 
nizes those laws that are made in “pursu- 
ance thereof,” i.e., in support of the Consti- 
tution as the law of the land. 

Those laws that are not made in “pur- 
suance thereof” (such as ObamaCare, for 
example) are therefore invalid, and elect- 
ed officials have a moral obligation under 
their Article VI oath not to implement or 
abide by such legislation, but rather to 
interpose or nullify such actions at the 
state level. 

However, if the Left gets the Con-Con 
that it wants, such as the one we’ve out- 
lined above from The Nation magazine 
or Hawaii’s H.C.R. 114, laws such as 
ObamaCare and federal gun-control leg- 
islation will be in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution. 

Therefore, for the sake of protecting 
individual liberty and republican govern- 
ment as enshrined in the Constitution, it 
would behoove conservatives and con- 
stitutionalists to recognize that the Left 
wants a Con-Con, too. To prevent a left- 
wing constitutional convention, take ac- 
tion through involvement in educational- 
action grassroots organizations such as 
The John Birch Society to stop all types 
of constitutional conventions. Otherwise, 
when future generations of students look 
back and study the Constitution’s Framers 
they’ll see names like Uygur, Lessig, and 
Beermann. 
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Deep State Is Coming for Trump, 


Warns Contidant Roger Stone 


In an interview, longtime Trump advisor Roger Stone warned that the establishment 
would even sink to assassinating the president to stop the swamp draining. 
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Perilous patriotism: President Trump, whose father was a supporter of The John Birch Society, 
has so enraged the Deep State that it will do anything to remove him, Roger Stone told us. 


by Alex Newman 


ongtime Donald Trump advisor 

and confidant Roger Stone warned 
that the globalist establishment 

would do everything in its power to stop 
the president from draining the swamp, 
even if it means taking him out John F. 
Kennedy style. With the “mainstream” 
media’s credibility gone, and the Deep 
State feeling threatened in an unprecedent- 
ed way, the “globalist cabal” is desperate 
and willing to do anything necessary to get 
rid of Trump. But Stone said Trump is a 
shrewd man, so the battle is far from over. 
The Deep State’s “Plan A,” Stone ex- 
plained, is the imploding “investigation” 
into alleged “Russian collusion” by Spe- 
cial Counsel Robert Mueller. If and when 
that fails, which Stone suggested is likely, 
the establishment would move to “Plan 
B.” In essence, that plot would involve try- 
ing to get a majority of Trump’s Cabinet 
to declare him unfit for office. This would 
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allow Trump to be removed under the U.S. 
Constitution’s 25th Amendment — anoth- 
er scheme Stone said would probably flop. 
Last but not least, though, if all else fails, 
Stone warned of “Plan C”: assassinating 
the president. 

In wide-ranging interviews with THE 
NEw AMERICAN magazine at his Florida 
studio and his home, Stone offered insight 
into Trump — and into his enemies and 
their tactics. “It’s easy to forget that the 
shocking upset that Donald Trump pulled 
off has never been forgotten or acknowl- 
edged by the globalist cabal that has really 
infected both of our major parties,” he ex- 
plained. “I say that as someone who is a 
sentimental Republican, but a Republican 
in the mold of Barry Goldwater who want- 
ed government out of the bedroom, out 
of the boardroom, that believed in peace 
through strength, not, you know, neocons 
cruising the globe looking for expensive 
wars to profiteer in and stick our nose in.” 

“So I reached the conclusion, with the 


nomination of Mitt Romney — Council 
on Foreign Relations and a certified glob- 
alist in the Bush tradition — that the old 
Republican Party was dead,” Stone said. 
Donald Trump’s election, he continued, 
represented the “hostile takeover of the 
old Republican Party, which we now 
hope to remake in his image as a party 
that stands for economic nationalism, 
that stands for putting American interests 
ahead of globalist interests, and re-affirms 
our sovereign rights as Americans.” 

“He’s a shock to the system,” added 
Stone, a legendary political operative 
known for “dirty tricks” who, in addition 
to his longtime relationship with Trump, 
has served as a senior campaign aide to 
Richard Nixon, Ronald Reagan, Senator 
Bob Dole, and others. “Now, I think the 
establishment, at this time, when the pres- 
ident has just passed his tax cut, has cut 
these regulations — so you see a record 
stock market, you see unemployment at 
all time lows, you see a booming housing 
market — it’s easy to misread the deep en- 
mity and hatred that the globalists and the 
insiders have for this president, and to un- 
derestimate their resolve to remove him.” 

If all else fails, Stone believes, the Deep 
State would, in fact, attempt to murder the 
president. “Having written books on the 
Kennedy assassination, having highlighted 
the attempted assassination of president 
Ronald Reagan by people deeply associ- 
ated with the Bush family, I think the es- 
tablishment has Plan A, Plan B, and Plan 
C,” he said. 


Plan A: Mueller 

“Plan A is very clearly a take-down by the 
illegitimate Special Counsel Robert Muel- 
ler, who was appointed not by Jeff Ses- 
sions, not at the direction of the president, 
but by this fellow [Rod] Rosenstein, who 
is a close associate of Mueller and [dis- 
graced former FBI boss James] Comey, 
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Hired gun: The investigation into alleged “collusion” led by former FBI boss Robert Mueller was 
establishment Plan A to bring down Trump, but the Trump-Russia conspiracy theories are now 


largely discredited. 


and who is a globalist Bush insider, a lib- 
eral Republican, who somehow got the 
number two position in the Trump Justice 
Department,” Stone warned, saying the es- 
tablishment was now hoping Trump would 
fire Mueller to regain the upper hand. 

Stone ridiculed the establishment’s 
“conspiracy theories” about Trump, sug- 
gesting that Hillary Clinton and others 
ought to be investigated instead for their 
role in transferring American uranium to 
the Kremlin. Unfortunately for the Deep 
State, Stone said, it looks less and less 
likely that Mueller will succeed in bring- 
ing down Trump. That is, at least in part, 
because of the explosive revelations sur- 
rounding what Stone called the “naked 
partisanship and the bias of Mueller and 
his partisan hit squad.” Indeed, the Muel- 
ler team is completely discredited already, 
Stone explained. 

Among other issues, Stone pointed to 
the revelations about Peter Strzok, the top 
FBI agent on Mueller’s Special Counsel 
task force that is purporting to investi- 
gate alleged links between Trump and the 
Kremlin. In text messages sent to a col- 
league, Strzok was extremely critical of 
Trump, even discussing the creation of 
an “insurance policy” in case Trump won 
the election. Stone also cited revelations 
about the campaign contributions from in- 
dividuals on the task force to the Clintons 
and the Obamas. In addition, Stone noted 
that a lawyer for Ben Rhodes, “one of the 
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people involved in Obama’s crimes of il- 
legal surveillance against Donald Trump,” 
is amember of the task force. 

“The fraudulent nature of the Mueller 
probe is becoming more and more ap- 
parent,” Stone continued, suggesting that 
there should be some “additional exami- 
nation” of a suspiciously timed death that 
allowed Mueller to acquire all Trump’s 
campaign records. Stone did not elaborate 
on that point. 

The other thing that is becoming more 
and more apparent, he said, is that “neither 
Mr. Mueller nor the House nor the Senate 
Intelligence committees nor the Judiciary 
committees in those bodies have been able 
to find any evidence of Russian collusion.” 

“Sorry, but Don Jr.’s meeting with a 
Russian lawyer that provided nothing is 
perfectly legal and proper,” Stone said. 
“There’s nothing wrong with it. She pro- 
duced no evidence, but what we did learn 
is that she was in the country thanks to 
the Obama FBI, without a visa, and she 
was popping up and being photographed 
at Hillary rallies and in John McCain’s of- 
fice. She’s a Quisling! It’s a set up! She’s a 
spy. She delivered nothing. It’s an attempt 
to entrap Donny Jr. in a meeting that’s per- 
fectly innocuous and perfectly legal.” 


Plan B: Trump Is Crazy! 

Mueller’s “investigation” and the establish- 
ment’s “Plan A” to stop Trump is implod- 
ing rapidly. And so, the establishment will 


AP Images 


move to “Plan B,” Stone warmed in an in- 
terview just before the New Year. “That’s 
the 25th Amendment Plan,” he said of Plan 
B. Basically, under that scenario, a majority 
of the Cabinet and the vice president would 
need to reach the decision that the president 
is unable to discharge his duties — “that 
he was mentally incompetent, that he was 
crazy,” as Stone put it. If that happened, 
they could, theoretically, remove him from 
office, legally speaking. However, if that 
were to happen, the president could also 
appeal the decision to the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 

But Stone thinks this is a danger. “If 
Mueller should fail in his illegitimate 
coup d’etat to take down the president in 
some phony baloney process indictment 
— perjury in the matter of the firing of 
Comey, or obstruction of justice pertain- 
ing to the indictment of [Trump’s first Na- 
tional Security Advisor Michael] Flynn, 
both of which I think are bogus fabrica- 
tions — then I think you will see an uptick 
in the ‘Trump-is-crazy’ talk,” Stone said. 
He noted that, already, such rhetoric was 
being heard from MSNBC talking head 
Joe Scarborough and Trump’s nemesis, 
the “very fake news” network CNN, as 
Trump describes it. 

If Plan A fails and Plan B goes into ef- 
fect, Stone predicts much more of that 
thetoric from people such as CNN talk- 
ing head Don Lemon, Council on Foreign 
Relations member Senator Robert Corker 
(R-Tenn.), Senator Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.), 
and perhaps even Senator John McCain 
(R-Ariz.), another CFR member, if he 
is still around. “So we’ll see an uptick 
in all of this ‘Trump is mentally imbal- 
anced, Trump is insane, Trump must be 
removed,’” Stone warned. “Now you have 
to examine the extent to which they can 
whip up that hysteria as a backdrop, be- 
cause without that hysteria, such a politi- 
cal move on the president will fail.” 

And indeed, just as Stone warned, in 
the days after the interview, the establish- 
ment went into overdrive promoting the 
narrative. The narrative got a big boost 
in early 2018 from the claims of Michael 
Wolff, author of the new book Fire and 
Fury: Inside the Trump White House. In a 
number of interviews promoting his book, 
Wolff claimed that there have been con- 
stant discussions, even in the White House, 
on Trump’s mental health and well-being. 
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Multiple members of Trump’s Cabinet, in- 
cluding known swamp creatures, declared 
Wolff’s comments to be false. Trump him- 
self ridiculed Wolff as “a total loser who 
made up stories in order to sell this really 
boring and untruthful book.” 

“Now that Russian collusion, after 
one year of intense study, has proven to 
be a total hoax on the American public, 
the Democrats and their lapdogs, the 
Fake News Mainstream Media, are tak- 
ing out the old Ronald Reagan playbook 
and screaming mental stability and intel- 
ligence,” explained Trump, ridiculing the 
notoriously dishonest establishment press. 
“Actually, throughout my life, my two 
greatest assets have been mental stability 
and being, like, really smart. Crooked Hil- 
lary Clinton also played these cards very 
hard and, as everyone knows, went down 
in flames. I went from VERY successful 
businessman, to top T.V. Star ... to Presi- 
dent of the United States (on my first try). 
I think that would qualify as not smart, but 
genius ... and a very stable genius at that!” 
The White House doctor recently declared 
that Trump was in excellent mental and 
physical health following a full physical. 

But Wolff and his fellow victims of 
“Trump Derangement Syndrome” in the 
establishment press are hardly alone. Yale 


University psychiatry professor Dr. Bandy 
Lee even “briefed” Democrat lawmakers 
on Trump’s alleged mental health without 
ever having seen him as a patient. “He’s 
going to unravel, and we are seeing the 
signs,” Lee claimed, citing Trump’s belief 
in “conspiracy theories” (other than the 
establishment-backed but debunked Rus- 
siagate conspiracy theory) and his suppos- 
edly being “drawn to violent videos.” “We 
feel that the rush of tweeting is an indica- 
tion of his falling apart under stress.” Pub- 
lic records revealed that Lee did not even 
have a valid license to practice medicine. 
Taking advantage of the media-manu- 
factured hysteria, far-left members of Con- 
gress have jumped in as well. At least two 
bills have already been filed by Democrats 
on the subject, aiming to have Trump de- 
clared insane to have him removed. One 
of the bills has garnered some 50 cospon- 
sors. And the so-called National Coalition 
of Concerned Mental Health Experts has 
joined the chorus, demanding an “emer- 
gency mental health evaluation” for Trump. 
Much would depend on the Cabinet. 
And Stone warned that even some of 
Trump’s most senior officials would throw 
him under the bus if given the opportu- 
nity. “I can tell you, there are members of 
Trump’s Cabinet that would stick a dag- 
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More than a bit of bias: With “Plan A” failing, Deep State “Plan B” — claiming Trump is 
insane to remove him under the 25th Amendment — is under way, with TV talking heads such 
as CNN’s Don Lemon and MSNBC’s Joe Scarborough, a former GOP congressman and rabid 


Trump hater, leading the charge. 
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ger in his heart,” he warned, echoing other 
warnings that he has offered publicly in 
recent weeks. “There are globalist insiders 
who, for one reason or another got into this 
Cabinet, who do not share the president’s 
vision of reform, and are not loyal to him 
as Iam and so many Americans are.” 

In particular, Stone warned about Na- 
tional Security Advisor H.R. McMaster, a 
member of the globalist-minded Council 
on Foreign Relations and a Bilderberg at- 
tendee, on multiple occasions. He also ex- 
pressed concerns about Secretary of State 
Rex Tillerson. “Unfortunately, I think that 
the president misunderstood early in the 
process that personnel is policy,” he said 
in explaining how Deep State moles got 
into the Cabinet, pointing to establish- 
ment GOP operative Reince Priebus’ role 
as chief of staff. 

Plan B is a threat, but Stone thinks it 
will fail. “I do think they will try a 25th 
Amendment ploy,” Stone said before the 
hysteria got cranked up in 2018. “I also 
think it will fail because of a booming 
economy, and the fact that Donald Trump 
is a shrewd operator in his own right. My 
concern, in a nutshell, is that the presi- 
dent’s lawyers — at least in stage one — 
are walking him into the blades.” 


Plan C: Assassination 

If and when Plan B fails, the Deep State 
would move to Plan C, Stone cautioned. 
“We know Plan C. We saw it in the case 
of President John F. Kennedy, who had 
crossed the Central Intelligence Agency 
and the Deep State over both the Cuban 
Missile Crisis and the Bay of Pigs, both, 
I think, central,” he said. “JFK crossed 
organized crime, who had financed his 
campaign for president in Chicago and in 
West Virginia, he crossed Big Texas Oil, 
because he was fighting for the repeal of 
the oil depletion allowance, and he was 
fighting the international bankers to re- 
store at least a silver dollar, if not a gold- 
backed dollar.” 

“So John Kennedy, an anti-communist, 
had threatened all of the establishment 
Deep Staters of his day,” Stone continued. 
“Does this sound familiar? And of course, 
we know what happened — he was taken 
out in a coup engineered, as I argue in my 
book, The Man Who Killed Kennedy: The 
Case Against LBJ, by Lyndon Johnson, er- 
rand boy for the Deep State.” While some 
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Talking Trump targeting: In interviews with THe New American, legendary political operative and 
longtime Trump confidant Roger Stone, known for “dirty tricks,” warned of the establishment's 


plots against the president. 


who have studied the matter dispute the 
notion of LBJ’s engineering a conspiracy 
to kill the president, Stone’s investigation 
into the matter has been widely praised by 
historians and prominent analysts. 

Stone, who was close to President 
Nixon, also drew a parallel with that presi- 
dent’s less-violent downfall. “We also saw 
it in 1974 with Richard Nixon, who had 
a reputation as an anti-communist,” said 
Stone. “Good guy. Who ever knew that 
Dick Nixon was a peacemaker? Who ever 
knew that the munitions boys wouldn’t 
make the kind of money they made with a 
raging war in Vietnam. He had to go, too.” 

“So we’ve seen, from my point of view, 
two previous coups d’etat, one peaceful, 
but political, one violent,” Stone contin- 
ued. “And I think the Deep State will stop 
at nothing to try to remove this president.” 

The reason the Deep State is so serious 
about stopping Trump, Stone suggested, is 
because the president is, in fact, who he 
says he is. Stone emphasized repeatedly 
throughout the interviews that Trump is 
the “real deal”: a true anti-establishment 
patriot determined to “Make America 
Great Again” and “Drain the Swamp.” 
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While other politicians talk the talk, 
Trump walks the walk. Trump has a pedi- 
gree that suggests he is for real, too. 

“People don’t know it, but Trump comes 
from a long line of anti-communists,” Stone 
explained. “His father was a quiet funder of 
The John Birch Society; his father was a 
personal friend of Billy Graham, a person- 
al friend of [JBS founder] Robert Welch, 
a supporter of Dr. Fred Schwarz’s [Chris- 
tian] Anti-Communism Crusade, and had 
been a major, major fundraiser and donor 
for Barry Goldwater. He kept his national 
politics quiet, because of course in Queens, 
all of the zoning and permitting for the 
Trump residential real-estate business was 
controlled by machine Democrats.” 

Before becoming president, and despite 
funding both parties over the years, Trump 
was typically conservative and populist in 
his views, Stone continued. “Donald Trump 
and his father were proud members of Ron- 
ald Reagan’s 1980 finance committee,” 
Stone explained. “Donald Trump obviously 
gave, when he was in real-estate in Manhat- 
tan, to both Democrats and Republicans, but 
his political leanings have always been right 
of center and kind of populist oriented.” 


“Trump is a real American, a patriot, 
he’s areal believer in Americana, and also 
in American superiority — American ex- 
ceptionalism, if you will — and a believ- 
er in American sovereignty,” Stone said. 
“He’s always been deeply suspicious of 
the international types that he was happy 
to sell condominiums to at inflated prices, 
but he never shared their politics.” 

One key element of the Trump phenom- 
enon that terrifies the elites so much is his 
“independence,” Stone explained. “This 
is a man so wealthy that he doesn’t need 
George Soros, he doesn’t need the War- 
burgs or the Rothschilds — that he has his 
independent wealth that he’s made in real- 
estate, and therefore I always viewed him 
as unbought and unbossed,” Stone said. 
“Anybody who has tried to boss Don- 
ald Trump around knows that that won’t 
work. He’s very much his own man.” 

And now, Trump threatens the status 
quo — as well as the Deep State’s power. 
“We’ve reached a point in American pol- 
itics where the two-party duopoly that 
has run the country into the ground — 
the Bushes and the Clintons working to- 
gether in one essentially seamless crime 
family, where they have no real ideology, 
.. it’s really about power and money,” 
Stone said. “And we have seen this two 
party duopoly, who violently opposed 
Donald Trump in the election and still 
violently oppose his presidency today; I 
view Trump as an antidote to that. I view 
Trump as an outsider who will challenge 
that two-party orthodoxy.” 

According to one of the makers of 
the new documentary Get Me Roger 
Stone, after Donald Trump himself, the 
man most responsible for the fact that 
Trump is in the White House today is 
none other than Roger Stone. “As early 
as 1988, I began to view Donald Trump 
as a potential president,” Stone told THE 
New AMERICAN, adding that Trump has 
always been his own strategist. “As he 
would tell you, in 1988, he wasn’t all that 
interested, he still had real-estate moun- 
tains to climb, and many billions more to 
make.” But since the ’80s, the two have 
been “simpatico,” Stone said. Now, Stone 
is working to ensure that the swamp will 
be drained, while helping Trump to Make 
America Great Again. But for that to 
happen, the president must be on guard 
against the plans of his enemies. Ml 
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VINDICATION 
Bundys Walk Free! 


Judge Gloria Navarro severely rebuked the federal government for “especially egregious’ 
abuses in its persecution/prosecution of the Nevada ranching family. 
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Free at last: Cliven Bundy walks out of the federal courthouse in Las Vegas on January 8, 
2018, after a federal judge dismissed all charges against him and his sons, due to “outrageous” 


prosecutorial misconduct. 


by William F. Jasper 


G "T he government’s conduct in 
this case was indeed outra- 
geous.... There has been 

flagrant misconduct, substantial preju- 

dice and no lesser remedy is sufficient.” 

So declared U.S. District Judge Gloria 

M. Navarro on January 8 in her stunning 

tuling that dismissed “with prejudice” all 

charges against Nevada rancher Cliven 

Bundy and his sons Ammon and Ryan. 

“With prejudice” was the key phrase 

hoped for and prayed for by the Bundy 

family and their many supporters, since it 
would mean that federal prosecutors could 
not come back again for yet another long, 
drawn-out, costly trial. Cliven Bundy had 
already been incarcerated for 700 days 
by the time of his January 8 release. The 
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71-year-old rancher, his two sons, and 14 
other defendants were jailed on charges 
related to the standoff with federal agents 
at their ranch near Bunkerville, Nevada, 
in April of 2014. The felony charges they 
faced, including conspiracy, assault, extor- 
tion, threats against the government, ob- 
struction of justice, and firearms offenses, 
could have resulted in decades of prison 
time. For Cliven Bundy, conviction would 
have been, almost certainly, a sentence to 
serve the remainder of his life in prison. 
Judge Navarro had already declared a 
mistrial in the case on December 20. She 
did so after reviewing sealed evidence of 
misconduct by federal prosecutors and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), 
and serious criminal activity by agents of 
the federal Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM). However, in declaring a mistrial, 


she had left open the opportunity for pros- 
ecutors to come back for another run at 
the Bundys and their co-defendant Ryan 
Payne, which prosecutors had indicated 
they would do. Her January 8 ruling not 
only relieved the defendants and their 
families from the fear of ongoing prosecu- 
tion, but also severely rebuked the federal 
prosecutors and federal agencies in lan- 
guage that is rarely heard from the bench. 

Judge Navarro denounced the govern- 
ment’s misconduct as “especially egre- 
gious,” “grossly shocking,” “reckless,” 
and “willful.” She found prosecutors had 
engaged in a “deliberate attempt to mis- 
lead” and had made multiple misrepre- 
sentations — both to the defense and to 
the court. “The court has found that a uni- 
versal sense of justice has been violated,” 
Navarro said. She particularly hammered 
the prosecution regarding exculpatory 
“Brady evidence” that they are required to 
produce for the defense. Instead, prosecu- 
tors and agency officials had repeatedly 
concealed and/or denied the existence of 
the evidence. “The failure to turn over 
such evidence violates due process,” thus 
depriving the defendants of an essential 
right, the judge said. 
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The Real Conspirators 

“Cliven Bundy was accused of conspira- 
cy against the government,” reported the 
Western Livestock Journal in a January 8 
article on the Bundy ruling. “Instead,” it 
noted, “the Bundy trial showed it was the 
government that was conspiring against 
him.” That charge does not exaggerate in 
the least the gravity of the government’s 
wrongdoing in the case. 

During her ruling of a mistrial on De- 
cember 20, Judge Navarro spent nearly 45 
minutes reading from the bench details of 
the federal misconduct that she found to 
be so outrageous and flagrant. A central 
component of that misconduct concerned 
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Standoff: Bundy family members and their supporters gather under the Interstate 15 highway 


overpass outside of Bunkerville, Nevada, on April 12, 2014 to demand that the Bureau of Land 


Management release their impounded cattle. 


the government’s willful withholding of 
thousands of pages of evidence that sup- 
ported the Bundys’ defense, and to which 
the defendants were legally entitled. That 
evidence concerned: 

¢ Surveillance cameras — In August of 
last year, Ryan Bundy, who represented 
himself in court, had requested the gov- 
ernment produce evidence from surveil- 
lance cameras or other recording devices 
that they had planted on the Bundy ranch. 
His motion said he had seen a “mysterious 
device” on a hill overlooking the Bundy 
home prior to the confrontation. He spec- 
ulated that it was for video and/or audio 
surveillance, or for “painting” the Bundy 
home for artillery or aerial targeting. U.S. 
Attorney Steven Myhre contemptuously 
dismissed the request, arguing to the court 
that “Bundy’s motion appears to be little 
more than a fantastical fishing expedi- 
tion for evidence justifying attacking law 
enforcement officers because he did not 
like the way they dressed while enforcing 
court orders. In essence, his motion is an- 
other attempt at jury nullification.” As it 
turned out, Ryan Bundy’s request was not 
“fantastical” at all; a federal agent testified 
that she had watched video surveillance 
from it at the BLM command center on 
four separate days. Judge Navarro ordered 
the government to produce the supposedly 
non-existent recordings and rebuked the 
prosecution for withholding the evidence. 

¢ FBI and BLM snipers — The pros- 
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ecution had repeatedly denied that federal 
snipers had been deployed at the Bundy 
ranch. It also claimed the Bundys had lied 
about this in order to draw sympathizers 
to their defense. However, photographs, 
as well as FBI and BLM records, later 
showed that snipers were indeed “insert- 
ed” against the Bundys, as eyewitnesses 
had claimed. 

« “Threat assessments” — Multiple 
“threat assessments” by the FBI’s Behav- 
ioral Analysis Unit, the BLM, and other 
governmental counterterrorism units 
agreed that the Bundys were unlikely to 
resort to violence. Withholding these ex- 
culpatory assessments, which contradicted 
the violent “domestic terrorist” image the 
prosecution painted of the Bundys, seri- 
ously violated the Brady rule. 

¢ Desert tortoise endangerment — It 
was the BLM’s curtailment of the Bun- 
dys’ grazing rights, supposedly to pro- 
tect the “endangered” desert tortoise, that 
precipitated the long conflict between the 
ranching family and the feds. However, 
hundreds of pages of internal BLM docu- 
ments show that the cattle grazing had not 
caused injuries to the tortoises. 

* BLM whistleblower memo — A stun- 
ning memo by Larry Wooten, the BLM’s 
lead investigator into the handling of the 
Bundy ranch standoff, warned of “a wide- 
spread pattern of bad judgment, lack of 
discipline, incredible bias, unprofession- 
alism, and misconduct, as well as likely 


policy, ethical, and legal violations” 
among the BLM’s senior and supervi- 
sory staff during the confrontation. He 
particularly cited the egregious activities 
of the BLM’s Special Agent in Charge 
(SAC) Dan Love, who is notorious for 
harassment, abuse, lewdness, and consid- 
ering himself “untouchable” and above 
the law. Wooten reported that Agent Love 
even “bragged about getting three indi- 
viduals in Utah to commit suicide,” and 
kept a “Kill Book” as a “trophy” to com- 
memorate his role in the deaths of vari- 
ous victims. Wooten further warned that 
withholding exculpatory evidence would 
jeopardize the case. The Wooten memo 
was ignored and covered up not only by 
his BLM higher-ups, but also by U.S. At- 
torney Steven Myhre. 

The violations listed above are far 
from a comprehensive cataloging of the 
flagrant abuses in the case. In addition to 
these and other offenses, the government 
was extremely dilatory in producing the 
documents after the court had ordered it to 
do so. Judge Navarro had ordered the pre- 
viously withheld evidence to be provided 
to the defense by October 1, but the pros- 
ecution dribbled it out in a series of delays 
between October 10 and December 15. 

Navarro found prosecutors engaged 
in a “deliberate attempt to mislead” and 
made multiple misrepresentations to both 
the defense and the court about evidence. 
Noting that the government had four years 
to prepare the prosecution, she said she 
“seriously questions” claims that the FBI 
“imexplicably placed” a tactical operations 
log that referred to the presence of snipers 
outside the Bundy residence on a “thumb 
drive inside a vehicle for three years.” 
Another explanation, she noted, is that the 
government “perhaps hid” the misplaced 
evidence. Likewise, the government de- 
nied the existence of evidence requested 
by the defense and had dismissed it as 
“urban legend” — only to later admit its 
existence and belatedly produce it. 

In the pre-trial and trial proceedings, 
Judge Navarro had repeatedly ruled 
against defense motions, restricting their 
witnesses and evidence, while time after 
time siding with the prosecution. She had 
shown no indication whatsoever of being 
sympathetic to the Bundys’ defense argu- 
ments. Navarro had been recommended 
for her judicial appointment by Nevada 
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Senator Harry Reid, a longtime antagonist 
of the Bundy family, and was appointed 
by President Obama. This background, 
along with her court actions, had caused 
many of the Bundy supporters to nearly 
despair of ever obtaining a fair verdict. 
Thus, her declaration of a mistrial with 
prejudice is all the more remarkable and 
indicates her recognition of very serious 
transgressions by the government. 

U.S. Attorney Steven Myhre, in his 
written response to Judge Navarro’s De- 
cember 20 mistrial decision, argued that 
the prosecution’s abuses were “inadver- 
tent” and not done in “bad faith.” In fact, 
he insisted, the government had bent over 
backward to be scrupulously fair! 

According to Myhre, “The government’s 
belated disclosure of these materials is 
not so grossly shocking or outrageous as 
to violate the universal sense of justice.” 
“Rather,” he insists, “the late disclosures 
stem from the government’s good-faith 
reliance on its understanding of its discov- 
ery obligations, as informed by its reason- 
able interpretation of the governing law on 
available affirmative defenses, and sup- 
ported by Court orders on these subjects.” 


This amounts to a claim of ignorance by the 
prosecutors as to what constitutes exculpa- 
tory evidence under the Brady rule. This is 
an incredible claim, since Myhre was also 
rebuked for withholding 650 pages of ex- 
culpatory evidence in the famous case of 
United States v. Chapman. That case was 
also dismissed “with prejudice,” due to the 
misconduct of Myhre’s team. 

In the Bundy case, Myhre appears to 
have amped up the abuse to a level several 
times higher than in Chapman. However, 
he claims total innocence. “The govern- 
ment did not withhold material to gain 
a tactical advantage or harm the defen- 
dants,” he insists in his response to Judge 
Navarro. “Rather, it litigated these issues 
in good faith, arguing that the materials 
were neither helpful nor material.” 

Incredibly, rather than acknowledging 
any misconduct, Myhre argues that he 
should be given another bite at the apple; 
the Bundys should be subjected, he says, 
to a whole new round of litigation. 

“The Brady violations found by the 
Court are regrettable and benefit no one,” 
says Myhre. “But because the government 
neither flagrantly violated nor recklessly 
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Homecoming: Ecstatic grandchildren greet Cliven Bundy as he returns to his ranch following his 


release from prison. 
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disregarded its obligations, the appropriate 
remedy for such violations is a new trial.” 


“Every Prosecutor’s Nightmare” 
Fortunately, Judge Navarro was having 
none of it. The possible impact of her 
blistering censure of the government’s 
misconduct has not gone unnoticed by 
legal analysts. “How could prosecutors 
have lost sight of due process, one of the 
basic tenets of the legal system?” asked 
The Oregonians Maxine Bernstein, in an 
article entitled “Rebuke of U.S. attorneys 
in Cliven Bundy case: ‘Every prosecutor’s 
nightmare.” 

“This is every prosecutor’s nightmare,” 
Kent Robinson, a retired federal prosecu- 
tor, told The Oregonian. “When a judge 
makes a finding of misconduct by a prose- 
cutor,” Bernstein wrote, “the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Justice’s Office of Professional 
Responsibility investigates and determines 
if discipline is warranted, which can range 
from a reprimand to a suspension.” 

That investigation is under way. Ac- 
cording to Bernstein, Justice Department 
spokesman Ian Prior has said that U.S. 
Attorney General Jeff Sessions “takes 
this issue very seriously and has per- 
sonally directed that an expert in the 
Department’s discovery obligations be 
deployed to examine the case and advise 
as to next steps.” 

Only if those “next steps” lead to sig- 
nificant penalties — including prosecu- 
tion of the offending prosecutors — will 
we be likely to see any curtailment of 
similar abuses and corruption. Judge 
Navarro’s predecessor on that same 
court bench, Judge Robert C. Jones, 
had previously blasted similar “shock- 
ing” actions by the government against 
Nevada rancher Wayne Hage and his 
family. As we reported in articles here 
in 2012, Judge Jones charged that “the 
government and the agents of the gov- 
ernment” had “entered into a conspiracy, 
a literal, intentional conspiracy” against 
the Hages. Indeed, he said, “the Govern- 
ment’s actions over the past two decades 
shock the conscience of the Court.” 

However, those shocking actions have 
continued, and they will only be stopped 
when the U.S. Department of Justice takes 
sufficient retributive action to show that 
this type of criminal misconduct by gov- 
ernment officials will not be tolerated. Hi 
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BOOK REVIEW 


HEY THERE, 
BIG SPENDER 


The book Eleven Presidents: Promises vs. Results in Achieving Limited Government analyzes 
presidents who claimed to want smaller government — and their results. 


PROMISES vs. RESULTS 


in Achieving Limited Government 


by Laurence M. Vance 


Eleven Presidents: Promises vs. Results 
in Achieving Limited Government, by 
Ivan Eland, Oakland, California: Indepen- 
dent Institute, 2017, 370 pages, hardcover. 


epublicans claim to be the party of 
R« Constitution. They have since 

the early 20th century cultivated 
the image that they and their presidents 
are in favor of limited government while 
the Democrats and their presidents are in 
favor of big government. 

Ivan Eland, in his new book Elev- 
en Presidents: Promises vs. Results in 
Achieving Limited Government (hereafter 
Eleven Presidents), is an iconoclast. He 
shows, conclusively, that from the Eisen- 
hower administration on: 

¢ Republican presidents, compared to 
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Democratic ones, have generally presided 
over greater average annual increases in 
the federal government’s spending as a 
percentage of GDP; 

¢ Such greater government spending 
includes more spending on welfare and 
social programs as a portion of federal 
spending by Republican presidents than 
by Democratic chief executives; and 

¢ Republicans have greatly increased 
public debt accumulation as a portion of 
GDP, while Democrats have substantially 
decreased it. 

He concludes that “Republican presi- 
dents in the last hundred years have 
often failed to limit government.” Only 
three Republican presidents — Harding, 
Coolidge, and Eisenhower — “had much 
of a record of doing so.” And surpris- 
ingly, the Democrats Jimmy Carter and 
Bill Clinton “actually have not received 
enough credit for their efforts to limit 
government.” The omission of the name 
of Ronald Reagan is no accident. Eland 
maintains that Reagan, whose “champion- 
ing of limited government was mostly rhe- 
torical,” converted the Republican Party 
“into a more statist political organization.” 

Eland is senior fellow and director of 
the Center on Peace & Liberty at the Inde- 
pendent Institute in Oakland, California. 
He holds a Ph.D. in public policy from 
George Washington University. His forte 
is foreign policy. He worked for Congress 
and the GAO, and testified before Con- 
gress on national security issues. Aside 
from several books and numerous schol- 
arly and popular articles in a variety of 
publications, Dr. Eland is the author of 45 
in-depth studies on national security is- 
sues. This is Eland’s second book on U.S. 
presidents. His first, Recarving Rushmore: 
Ranking the Presidents on Peace, Pros- 
perity, and Liberty (2009, updated 2014), 
is essential reading for any study of U.S. 
presidents, as is his new one. 


Although there have been more than 11 
presidents over the past 100 years, Eland 
limits his study to “only certain chief exec- 
utives who served during the last hundred 
years — the age of big government, which 
began with World War I and has lasted to 
the present — who promised to constrain 
government.” 

Eland focuses on the objective of limited 
government because he believes that “lim- 
iting government and letting the private 
sector flourish are the best ways to promote 
peace, prosperity, and liberty in the United 
States.” Therefore, “for the most part, with 
a few exceptions,” his discussion is about 
the ““‘limited government’ hypocrisy of 
Republican presidents in the last hundred 
years.” He classifies the 11 presidents of 
the last 100 years into three groups. Proto- 
libertarians or libertarianesque are War- 
ren Harding, Calvin Coolidge, Dwight 
Eisenhower, Jimmy Carter, and Bill Clin- 
ton. Moderately progressive are Herbert 
Hoover, Richard Nixon, and Gerald Ford. 
Big government hawks are Ronald Reagan, 
George H.W. Bush, and George W. Bush. 
The book obviously doesn’t have anything 
to say about Donald Trump. 

The book has neither preface nor intro- 
duction — the first chapter functions as an 
introduction. The last chapter serves as the 
book’s conclusion. Chapter two, “Years 
of Normalcy and Restraint,” covers both 
Harding and Coolidge, while chapter five, 
“Watergate and a More Restrained For- 
eign Policy,” covers both Nixon and Ford. 
Each of the chapters devoted to a presi- 
dent (or presidents) has a nice conclusion. 
The book itself concludes with copious 
endnotes for each chapter, a bibliography, 
an index, and a very detailed “about the 
author” page. 

The “Harding-Coolidge years from 1921 
to 1929 were the only time during the twen- 
tieth century that the federal government 
reduced its absolute level of nonmilitary 
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spending.” Both men “were for lim- 
iting government, mostly promoted 
free markets, restrained their actions 
as chief executives, and reined in 
much of the foreign interventionism 
of the Wilson era.” Conservatives 
should make Harding and Coolidge 
their role models instead of Reagan, 
“who waged war (overtly and co- 
vertly) and almost caused a nuclear 
war with overheated rhetoric, bal- 
looned budget deficits by cutting 
taxes while increasing government 
spending as a portion of GDP, and 
dangerously expanded executive 
power by unconstitutionally funding 
a secret war against a congressional 
prohibition.” 

After the stock market crash and 
the beginning of the Great Depres- 
sion, Hoover “tried many new and 
innovative government stimuli to 
spur the economy but ended up making 
the economic situation worse.” He, in 
fact, “took much more government action 
to counter an economic downturn than 
any prior president in American history.” 
Hoover’s was the first administration “to 
use federal power to intervene directly in 
the economy during peacetime.” He in- 
creased both taxes and tariffs “in the mid- 
dle of a drastic economic downturn.” Yet, 
in spite of his disastrous economic po- 
lices, “Hoover had the best foreign policy 
of any president in the twentieth century 
and so far, in the twenty-first century.” 

Eisenhower did not dismantle FDR’s 
New Deal, but was certainly “a budget 
hawk.” Next to Clinton, Ike “has the best 
fiscal record of any post-Truman president 
in cutting federal spending as a portion of 
gross domestic product.” And although he 
relied “too much on covert operation to 
overthrow foreign leaders he did not like” 
and didn’t dismantle the military-industrial 
complex he would complain about in his fa- 
mous farewell address, Eisenhower “limit- 
ed overt US government military interven- 
tions overseas and cut the defense budget.” 
Under Eisenhower, the federal government 
ran a budget surplus in three years. 

Eland sees Nixon as a “political op- 
portunist” whose “conservative rhetoric 
belied a leftist policy record.” He “spent 
at a greater rate on social programs than 
Lyndon Johnson,” adopted wage and 
price controls, raised tariffs, increased 
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federal regulations, established “almost 


” 


650 new national parks,” created the 
EPA and OSHA, and began the war on 
drugs. And then there was Vietnam and 
Nixon’s “secret wars in Laos and Cam- 
bodia.” About the only good thing that 
Eland says about Nixon is that he abol- 
ished the draft. Ford was only president 
for two and a half years. Although less 
interventionist overseas than most presi- 
dents, Ford was a moderate progressive 
domestically, like Nixon. 

The longest chapter in the book (dou- 
ble or triple the length of every other 
chapter but the one on George W. Bush) 
is the chapter on Reagan. And rightly so, 
since he has been beatified by conser- 
vatives for much too long. Reagan was 
“the king of ‘small government’ hot air.” 
The chapter title says it all: “Busting the 
Myths.” This chapter is certainly the most 
important one in the book, and by itself is 
worth the price of the book. 

Bush the elder had a disastrously hawk- 
ish foreign policy. On the domestic front, he 
continued the war on drugs “‘and the mass 
incarceration policies it required,” signed 
into law the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, increased funding for the Department 
of Education and Head Start, and “became 
involved in a bidding war with the Demo- 
crats to see who could militarize the police, 
build more prisons, and enact long manda- 
tory prison sentences.” The only good thing 
that came out of his presidency was the ap- 


pointment of Clarence Thomas to 
the Supreme Court. 

The second longest chapter in 
the book is on Bush the young- 
er. The chapter title sums it up: 
“Big Government at Home and 
Abroad.” Bush expanded ex- 
ecutive power; had “policies that 
were very similar to his succes- 
sor, Barack Obama”; created the 
TSA and Department of Home- 
land Security; and “used 9/11 as 
an excuse to invade and conduct 
nation-building occupations in two 
Muslim countries.” 

The biggest surprise to most 
conservatives in Eleven Presidents 
will be the chapters on Carter and 
Clinton. Carter “was a pioneer in 
fully or partially deregulating four 
major industries — transportation, 
communication, finance, and en- 
ergy.” He “set many of the precedents for 
limiting government and deregulating the 
economy that Reagan unjustly was given 
all the credit for.” Clinton “promised small 
government and delivered more of it than 
most of the Republicans” discussed in the 
book. Clinton “was the champion at slash- 
ing federal government spending as a por- 
tion of GDP.” In fact, he “actually cut the 
budget at a greater rate during the first two 
years of his presidency, when Democrats 
controlled Congress,” than “in the last six 
years,” when Republicans controlled it. 
Clinton had “the largest annualized de- 
crease in civilian federal executive branch 
employees as a percent of the population.” 
And of course, it was Clinton who “signed 
an end to the national maximum speed limit 
of fifty-five miles per hour.” This doesn’t 
mean that Eland glosses over Clinton’s un- 
necessary military interventions or any of 
his other blunders, for he certainly doesn’t. 

An added benefit of Eleven Presidents 
is that the book serves as a primer of the 
evils of U.S. foreign policy in the 20th 
century, beginning with “the unnecessary 
US entry into World War I’ that “tipped 
the balance in the war to Germany’s defeat 
and humiliation, laying the seeds of World 
War II and the Cold War.” 

I cannot recommend Eleven Presidents 
highly enough. There is nothing else like 
it. May it ever serve to demolish the myth 
that the Republican Party is the party of the 
Constitution and limited government. 


Gage Skidmore 
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Chick-fil-A 
Open on Sunday? 


Chick-fil-A is well-known for being 
closed on Sundays, but one of the local 
Atlanta restaurants was willing to make an 
exception during a time of crisis. 

At Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta Interna- 
tional Airport on December 17, a power 
outage grounded more than 1,000 flights 
and left thousands of passengers stranded. 
Atlanta Mayor Kasim Reed reached out 
to Chick-fil-A for assistance, and the res- 
taurant responded by delivering free sand- 
wiches to the emergency operations center 
to be distributed to stranded passengers. 

“Tt has been a very difficult day for thou- 
sands of travelers,” Chick-fil-A spokes- 
woman Amanda Hannah said. “And while 
Chick-fil-A is always closed on Sunday, 
our restaurants open occasionally to serve 
communities in need.” 

More than 5,000 sandwiches were dis- 
tributed to the grounded passengers that 
Sunday. Chick-fil-A meals were also pro- 
vided to passengers staying at the Georgia 
International Convention Center, which 
welcomed stranded passengers. 

Even Chick-fil-A’s CEO, Dan Cathy, ar- 
rived at the airport to distribute sandwich- 
es alongside airport and city officials, Fox 
News reported. 

What the company did was significant, 
as it has been strict about remaining closed 
on Sundays. Chick-fil-A founder Truett 
Cathy — father of CEO Dan Cathy — 
believed it was important to enable em- 
ployees to “set aside one day to rest and 
worship if they so choose.” 

This meant that even when Chick-fil- 
A announced in August that it would be 
opening a location at the Atlanta Falcons’ 
Mercedes-Benz Stadium, they would not 
be open on Sundays, despite Sundays 
being when the Falcons play most of their 
games. 

Chick-fil-A is often targeted by the Left 
for its pro-Christian, pro-traditional mar- 
riage stances. Last April, students at Pitts- 
burgh’s Duquesne University attempted to 
get Chick-fil-A banned from the campus 
because of the company’s support for tra- 
ditional marriage. 

However, despite the restaurant’s crit- 
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ics, Chick-fil-A remains the highest- 
earning fast food chain in the country by 
revenue per store and is among the top 10 
most-charitable franchise chains. 


Car for Christmas 


Attorney Edward Pollard of Houston, 
Texas, gave his favorite waiter more than 
just a generous tip in this incredible story. 

Pollard frequents Willie G’s Seafood & 
Steaks for lunch regularly and always re- 
quests a particular waiter, James Booker, 
because of his outstanding customer ser- 
vice and good nature. 

Pollard wrote on Facebook that Booker 
is “the kind of person who instantly can 
put a smile on your face” and is an all- 
around hard worker. Pollard recalls see- 
ing Booker waiting at the nearby bus stop 
in harsh weather conditions after leaving 
work day in and day out and was inspired 
by his positive attitude. 

“T have seen him walking in the blazing 
summer heat and I have seen him walking 
in the harsh cold winter,” Pollard wrote. 
“No matter his circumstances, when I see 
him at work, he is always upbeat and a joy 
to be around.” 

This past Christmas, Pollard decided 
he would surprise Booker with a 2000 
Oldsmobile Alero. It was a vehicle that 
Pollard had owned for years but barely 
used. Pollard made sure it was in per- 
fect running condition before giving it 
to Booker, according to KHOU.com. He 
got the oil changed and got the vehicle 
inspected and the registration up to date 
before handing Booker the keys. 

Video footage captured the moment 
when Pollard surprised Booker outside of 
Willie G’s the day after Christmas. 

“Sometimes when I leave work ... I see 
you going to the bus stop,” Pollard told 
Booker in the video. “So I said, “You know, 
I got an extra car, and I think James would 
be the perfect person for this extra car.” 

“Thank you,” Booker said after giv- 
ing Pollard a hug. “You’re going to make 
me...” He stopped before he finished his 
sentence. 

“You deserve it, man,” Pollard told him. 
“You always treat us so well when we 
come in here and I really appreciate that.” 


Pollard is hopeful his deed will inspire 
others. 

“As we embark on 2018, be mindful 
of others, and when possible, do some- 
thing to encourage and lift them up,” Pol- 
lard wrote. “Let’s pledge to do every day 
simple things in 2018 to be the change we 
want to see.” 


Home for the Holidays 


Virginia Finch of Greeley, Colorado, not 
only saved Christmas for a family in need 
but saved that family from homelessness. 

Virginia Finch and her daughter had 
prepared Thanksgiving meals for the 
local homeless population and learned of 
a family living behind a nearby gas sta- 
tion. She visited the family with the in- 
tention of delivering a meal to them, but 
was shocked to find the family contained 
three young children — four weeks old, 
14 months old, and five years old — liv- 
ing in a partially converted school bus 
that they owned. 

According to the mother, Olivia, the 
family had been traveling across the coun- 
try in search of jobs and a home when their 
bus broke down and they feared the on- 
coming winter weather. 

“We didn’t think we were going to 
have a Christmas at all,” Olivia explained 
to thedenverchannel.com. “We would 
have been lucky if we had enough food, 
or if we got jobs at that point.” 

Virginia provided the family with a 
meal, but knew that she wanted to do 
more to help. “There’s no way I’m going 
to leave a baby with no crib for a bed on 
Christmas,” she decided. “This family 
needed a home — and fast.” 

As it happens, Virginia had just finished 
renovating a home with the intention of 
selling it or renting it out. Instead, she 
handed the homeless family the keys and 
welcomed them to their new home. 

Virginia’s good deed was so over- 
whelming that Olivia first perceived it as 
a “cruel joke.” 

Fortunately, the heartwarming gesture 
was anything but a cruel joke. Virginia 
even collected items to fully furnish the 
home for the family. Mi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Roane and the 
REPUBLIC 


Spencer Roane had the respect of the 
Founders because he was incorruptible and 
impartial as a judge, and lent his backing to 
scrupulously upholding the Constitution. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


“It has been our happiness to believe, that in the partition of 
powers between the general and State governments, the former 
possessed only such as were expressly granted, or passed there- 
with as necessary incidents, while all the residuary powers were 
reserved by the latter.” 

— Spencer Roane 
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ad one-time friends John Adams and Thomas Jeffer- 
H son not had such a high-profile and historic falling out, 
Spencer Roane would have been chief justice of the Su- 
preme Court. He was Jefferson’s pick, but Adams tapped his fel- 
low nationalist John Marshall to occupy that powerful position. 

As it was, Spencer Roane served on the highest court in his 
home state of Virginia, and became one of Jefferson’s staunchest 
allies and one of the ablest defenders of federalism and the Con- 
stitution, including the concept commonly called “states’ rights.” 

Spencer Roane was a member of the Founding Generation 
who preached and practiced the doctrine of a federal government 
whose powers were few and defined, with state governments re- 
taining the lion’s share of the authority. It is perhaps for that rea- 
son that he has been relegated to the Forgotten Founders file, and 
it is definitely for that reason that this article is being published. 

Roane was born on April 4, 1762 in Essex County, Virginia. 
Roane’s father was a member of the House of Burgesses until the 
War for Independence, at which time he joined the militia of the 
Old Dominion, rising to the rank of colonel. 

In a way similar to most young men of his station, Spencer re- 
ceived his first years of formal education at home. His tutor was 
a Scot named Bradfute. Roane’s studies focused on the heroes 
of Greek and Roman antiquity, endowing the young man with 
a patriotic passion and an appreciation of self-government that 
would remain with him for the rest of his life. 

Studying the stories of Greece and Rome was the core of the 
colonial curriculum. The Founders learned very early in life to 
venerate the illuminating stories of ancient Greece and Rome. 
They learned these stories, not from secondary sources, but from 
the classics themselves. And from these stories they drew knowl- 
edge and inspiration that helped them found a republic far greater 
than anything created in antiquity. 

Classical training usually began at age eight, whether in a 
school or at home under the guidance of a private tutor. One 
remarkable teacher who inculcated his students with a love of 
the classics was Scotsman Donald Robertson. Many future lumi- 
naries were enrolled in his school: James Madison, John Taylor 
of Caroline, John Tyler, and George Rogers Clark, among oth- 
ers. Robertson and teachers such as him nourished their charges 
with a healthy diet of Greek and Latin, and required that they 
learn to master Virgil, Horace, Justinian, Tacitus, Herodotus, Plu- 
tarch, Lucretius, and Thucydides. Further along in their educa- 
tion, students were required to translate Cicero’s “Orations” and 
Virgil’s Aeneid. They were expected to translate Greek and Latin 
passages aloud, write out the translations in English, and then 
re-translate the passages back into the original language using a 
different tense. 

Whether at home or in a schoolhouse, the goal of education in 
the early days of our nation was to instill virtue in the students. 
The Founders were taught that free societies were sustained by a 
virtuous populace, and that, if a society were to abandon a study 
of the classics, that same society would eventually abandon the 
virtues championed by the classical authors. 

There was a more pragmatic side to the Founders’ classical 
education as well. Twenty-seven of the signers of the Declaration 
of Independence were college-educated. Moreover, of the 55 del- 
egates who attended the Constitutional Convention in Philadel- 
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Lawyer, legislator, judge: Spencer Roane continually impressed his colleagues with his 
intelligence, integrity, and devotion to principle. He was quickly promoted several times as a young 
man before ending up as a judge in Virginia’s highest court. (Virginia State Capitol shown here.) 


phia in 1787, 30 were college graduates. 
That is an impressive feat given the chal- 
lenging entrance requirements of 18th- 
century universities. Fortunately for the 
young Founding Fathers, the teachers of 
the day exercised their students in Greek 
and Latin so that their pupils could meet 
the rigorous entrance requirements of co- 
lonial colleges. Those colleges stipulated 
that entering freshmen be able to read, 
translate, and expound the Greco-Roman 
classical works. 

When Roane was only 13 years old, the 
“Shot Heard ’Round the World” was fired 
on Lexington Green, and the world would 
change forever. 

Along with his lectures on the heroes 
of Athens, Sparta, and Rome, Roane de- 
voted hours to reading and pondering the 
proclamations and pamphlets produced in 
defense of American liberty and in con- 
demnation of the crown and Parliament. 


In his biographical essay on Roane pub- 
lished in 1896, T.R.B. Wright described 
the indelible effect the revolutionary writ- 
ings had on young Spencer Roane: 


The power of simplicity with which 
in these state papers the wrongs of 
America were described, the deter- 
mined resolution which they dis- 
played to defend the rights of the 
people and to resist the encroach- 
ments of Parliament and the Crown, 
the patriotism and magnanimity of 
sentiment which breathed through- 
out these admirable compositions, 
fired his young bosom with the spirit 
of republicanism, and fanned there 
the holy flame of liberty — that 
flame which continued to burn with 
undiminished lustre like the sacred 
fire on the vestal altar to the very 
day of his death. 


Had one-time friends John Adams and Thomas Jefferson not had 
such a high-profile and historic falling out, Spencer Roane would have 
been chief justice of the Supreme Court. He was Jefferson’s pick, 

but Adams tapped his fellow nationalist John Marshall to occupy that 


powerful position. 
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With such ardent devotion to freedom 
burning brightly within the young scholar, 
Roane matriculated at the College of Wil- 
liam and Mary, the choice of most of Vir- 
ginia’s gentry. While at William and Mary, 
Roane chose law as his course of study; 
accordingly, the inimitable George Wythe 
— known as the “Teacher of Liberty” — 
was his first professor. 

Here again, Roane benefited from an 
exceptional education, and after reading 
the works of the renowned English jurist 
Sir Edward Coke (Coke would become his 
favorite legal writer), Roane was deemed 
ready to sit for the bar exam. 

Doubting his own preparation, Roane 
set off for Philadelphia to spend some 
time studying law and attending law soci- 
ety meetings. These lessons and associa- 
tions with the learned men of his chosen 
vocation convinced Roane that he was 
finally ready to take the bar exam in his 
native Virginia, to leave the study of law, 
and to begin the practice of it. 

Spencer Roane wouldn’t spend much 
time in the law office, though. At the age 
of 21, he followed in his father’s foot- 
steps, serving as the representative of 
Essex County to the Virginia House of 
Delegates. 

Roane impressed his colleagues in the 
House of Delegates and was appointed to 
serve in the executive branch of Virginia’s 
government, the Executive Council. He 
would serve two years in this body before 
being elected by his neighbors to represent 
them in the Senate of Virginia. His exem- 
plary service as a senator would bring him 
additional accolades and advancement. 

After two years in the Senate, Roane’s 
fellow legislators elected him to sit on the 
bench of the state’s General Court, putting 
his legal training to work on behalf of his 
fellow citizens. T.R.B. Wright insists that 
Roane was promoted because “at the time 
he was so well known.” 

Twenty-seven-year-old Judge Roane 
spent the next five years traveling to all 
the districts of Virginia, making a name 
for himself throughout his beloved home 
state as an able and fair judge, one who 
could be counted on to dispense justice 
with equity and impartiality. 

Here, too, Roane’s skill and virtue at- 
tracted the attention of powerbrokers, 
who would put the young judge’s name 
up for consideration to fill the vacancy 
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on the Court of Appeals (Virginia’s high- 
est court) left on that court’s bench when 
Henry Tazewell was elected to the U.S. 
Senate in 1794. Tazewell, similarly, was 
assuming the office vacated by John Tay- 
lor of Caroline. 

Roane was overwhelmed by the fact 
that legislators unanimously elected him 
to the Court of Appeals bench on the first 
ballot. His emotion, it is said, convinced 
Roane to redouble his commitment to 
being a worthy servant of the people of 
Virginia. 

Daniel Call, the famed reporter of Vir- 
ginia cases, praised Spencer Roane’s judi- 
cial preeminence, despite the fact that Call 
was a Federalist and Roane was a staunch 
Jeffersonian Republican. Speaking of 
Roane’s time on the bench of the Court of 
Appeals, Call wrote: 


From that time he read law assiduous- 
ly, and became very well acquainted 
with some of the most popular of the 
modern reporters, particularly Bur- 
rows and Atkyns. This, together with 
the natural vigor of his understand- 
ing and his other literary attainments, 
soon rendered him one of the most 
distinguished members of the bench, 
second only in public estimation to 
Mr. [Edward] Pendleton, and, upon 


the death of that gentleman, the ablest 
judge of the court. His perceptions 
were distinct, his judgment strong, 
and his powers of reasoning great. 


“He abhorred oppression and the arbi- 
trary assumption of power by courts and 
individuals, and never thought the end 
justified illegal means to obtain it,” Call 
concluded. 

Although his ability to probe matters of 
property law and contract law were second 
to none, it is in the field of constitutional 
law that Spencer Roane shone brighter 
than all of the other brilliant minds on the 
benches of the courts of Virginia. 

In questions of constitutional construc- 
tion, Roane’s mind was enlightened by 
one lamp: liberty. The revolutionary read- 
ings of his youth placed within Roane’s 
breast the love of equality of rights and 
liberty, twin poles of Roane’s mind. 

It was Roane’s unwavering commit- 
ment to the concept of liberty that drove 
him to oppose the ratification by Virginia 
of the Constitution of 1787. Roane didn’t 
deny that the union needed strengthening 
and the Articles of Confederation accord- 
ingly needed revamping, but he worried 
that the Constitution as written would 
leave too much room for the proposed 
general government to usurp powers that 


a a, ‘ 


Opposed, for the right reasons: Roane was against ratification of the new Constitution, as he saw 
too much opportunity for the federal government to usurp powers that should be left to the states 


or people. 
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he believed were best borne by the states. 

The adoption of the Bill of Rights 
helped assuage some of Roane’s fear of 
a runaway federal government, but he 
remained apprehensive, concerned that 
the reservation to the states of unenumer- 
ated powers in the 10th Amendment was 
not explicit enough and that future fed- 
eral office holders would find loopholes 
large enough to allow would-be tyrants to 
consolidate immense power, power that 
Roane believed should rightly reside in 
the states. 

After the Constitution was ratified, 
however, Roane was a reliable and trust- 
worthy friend to that document. His ap- 
preciation and fidelity to the Constitution, 
though, did not diminish his devotion to 
vigilance and virtue. Before long, Roane’s 
caution was justified when he witnessed 
the creation and growth of political par- 
ties, a development he detested and 
worked tirelessly to dismantle. 

Spurred by his support for principles 
of liberty that had always animated him, 
Spencer Roane allied himself with the Re- 
publicans, led by fellow Virginians Thom- 
as Jefferson and James Madison.* 

As T.R.B. Wright explained, “He 
[Roane] maintained that the Federal Gov- 
ernment was limited in its power, that it 
possessed only those [powers] which 
were expressly granted by the very terms 
of the contract, or were fairly incidental 
to them.” 

In Roane’s way of seeing things, Pres- 
ident John Adams had committed a gross 
crime against the Constitution when he 
signed the Alien and Sedition Acts into 
law. He could not countenance such seri- 
ous violation of the oath of office Adams 
took, an oath requiring the president to 
preserve, protect, and defend the Consti- 
tution, not to disregard it. Roane’s ability 
to make disinterested judgments shield- 
ed him from charges of partisanship or 
partiality. His fellow Virginians knew 
Roane would never sacrifice principle 
in favor of party; he had demonstrated 
that virtue again and again throughout 
his many years of unsullied service to 
his state and his country. 


* Their party is often referred to today as the Dem- 
ocratic-Republican Party, even though it was not 
known by that name at the time, to distinguish it 
from the later Republican Party. 
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It was his devotion to the timeless 
principles of republicanism and popular 
sovereignty that led Spencer Roane to 
champion passage by the Virginia legisla- 
ture of the Virginia Resolution penned by 
his friend and fellow Republican, James 
Madison. 

Unfortunately, Roane’s zealous defense 
of the Constitution as ratified and the lim- 
ited and enumerated powers granted there- 
in to the federal government did not win 
the day nationally. Within a dozen years 
of the adoption by Virginia of Madison’s 
Resolution, Roane would witness a cre- 
scendo of consolidation of power not only 
by the executive and legislative branches, 
but by the federal judiciary, as well. 

As one would imagine, this aspect of 
federal usurpation was especially repug- 
nant to Roane, the former judge and law- 
yer. He recoiled at the overreach of federal 
jurists, believing, naively, that judges on 
the federal bench would mirror his personal 
dedication to fairness, impartiality, and dis- 
pensing disinterested justice without regard 
to the potential for personal gain. 

To combat the consolidation of uncon- 
stitutional authority by federal judges (and 
other officials of the general government), 
Spencer Roane took up his pen and put his 
impressive mental prowess to work writing 
articles to the Richmond Enquirer aimed at 
exposing the tyranny and alerting his fellow 
Virginians to the violation of their trust on 
the part of the federal government. 

Using the pen name “Hampden” (a ref- 
erence to the hero of English resistance 
to royal abuse of power, John Hampden), 
Roane denounced the despotism and pro- 
moted the principles of limited govern- 
ment and the role of states as creators of 
the Constitution and thus of the federal 
government itself. 

After rehearsing the advantages of the 
federal system created by the Constitution 
and reminding readers of the intent of the 
10th Amendment (the preservation of state 
sovereignty in all but the few federal pow- 
ers granted by states in the Constitution), 
Roane talked at length on the opinion 
handed down by the Supreme Court in the 
case of McCulloch v. Maryland, wherein 
the court stretched the Constitution’s “nec- 
essary and proper” clause beyond its orig- 
inal meaning to unconstitutionally allow 
the federal government to enact laws not 
expressly authorized by the Constitution. 
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Faithful supporter: While initially opposed to ratification of the new Consititution, once it was 
ratified, Roane was a reliable defender of that document, though he remained vigilant in his 


defense of liberty and virtue. 


In Roane’s first letter to the editor of the 
Richmond Enquirer published on June 11, 
1819, he wrote words that read as if they 
were written in 2017: 


The warfare waged by the judicial 
body has been of a bolder tone and 
character. It was not enough for them 
to sanction, in former times, the detest- 
able doctrines of Pickering & Co., as 
aforesaid: it was not enough for them 
to annihilate the freedom of the press, 
by incarcerating all those who dare, 
with a manly freedom, to canvass the 
conduct of their public agents; it was 
not enough for the predecessors of 
the present judges to preach political 
sermons from the bench of justice and 
bolster up the most unconstitutional 
measures of the most abandoned 
of our rulers; it did not suffice to do 
the business in detail, and ratify, one 
by one, the legislative infractions of 
the Constitution. That process would 
have been too slow, and perhaps too 
troublesome. It was possible, also, that 
some Hampden might make a stand 
against some ship-money measure 
of the government, and although he 
would lose his cause with the court, 
might ultimately gain it with the 
people. They resolved, therefore, to 
put down all discussions of the kind, 


in future, by a judicial coup de main; 
to give a general letter of attorney to 
the future legislator’s of the Union; 
and to tread under foot all those parts 
and articles of the Constitution which 
had been, heretofore, deemed to set 
limits to the power of the federal leg- 
islature. That man must be a deplor- 
able idiot who does not see that there 
is no earthly difference between an 
unlimited grant of power and a grant 
limited in its terms, but accompanied 
with unlimited means of carrying it 
into execution. 

The Supreme Court of the United 
States have not only granted this gen- 
eral power of attorney to Congress, 
but they have gone out of the record 
to do it, in the case in question. It 
was only necessary, in that case, to 
decide whether or not the bank law 
was “necessary and proper,” within 
the meaning of the Constitution, 
for carrying into effect some of the 
granted powers; but the court have, 
in effect, expunged those words from 
the Constitution. There is no essential 
difference between expunging words 
from an instrument, by erasure, and 
reading them in a sense entirely ar- 
bitrary with the reader, and which 
they do not naturally bear. Great as 
is the confidence of the nation in all 
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its tribunals, they are not at liberty to 
change the meaning of our language. 
I might, therefore, justly contend that 
this opinion of the court, in so far as 
it outgoes the actual case depending 
before it, and so far as it established 
a general and abstract doctrine, was 
entirely extrajudicial and without 
authority. I shall not, however, press 
this point, as it is entirely merged in 
another, which I believe will be found 
conclusive — namely, that that court 
had no power to adjudicate away the 
reserved rights of a sovereign mem- 
ber of the confederacy, and vest them 
in the general government. 


Roane continued: 


My opinion is, that the Supreme Court 
had no jurisdiction justifying the judg- 
ment which it gave, and that it decided 
the question wrongly. The power of 
the Supreme Court is indeed 
great, but it does not extend 
to everything; it is not great 
enough to change the Consti- 
tution.... These points I shall 
endeavor to maintain in one or 
more subsequent numbers. I 
shall also briefly touch upon the 
bank law of the United States. 
That law is neither justified by 
the Constitution, nor ratified by 
any acquiescence. 


Could any unbiased reader fail to 
recognize that the very abuses of 
power and unconstitutional as- 
sumptions of authority witnessed 
by Roane in 1819 are happening 
in our own time and to a much 
greater degree of despotism, and 
that the tyranny careers along at 
a much more rapid pace? 

We have witnessed a Supreme 
Court that presumes to rewrite 
legislation, from forcing Ameri- 
cans to purchase health insurance 
regardless of ability or desire 
(National Federation of Inde- 
pendent Businesses v. Sebelius) 
to disregarding the will of the 
people of several states, forcing 
them to accept the legality of ho- 
mosexual “marriage” (Oberge- 
fell v. Hodges). These two terri- 
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ble opinions of the high court would cause 
a constitutionally consistent man such as 
Spencer Roane to shout against the abuses 
from the rooftops. And probably on Twit- 
ter and Facebook, too! 

In the final of the three Hampden let- 
ters, Roane marked the true constitution- 
al boundaries between state and federal 
powers: 


The rights of the States ought not to 
be usurped and taken from them; for 
the powers delegated to the general 
government are few and deferred, 
and relate to external objects; while 
the States retain a residuary and in- 
violable sovereignty over all other 
subjects; over all those great sub- 
jects which immediately concern the 
prosperity of the people. Are these 
last powers of so trivial a character 
that it is entirely unimportant which 
of the governments act upon them? 


James 
Madison 


Helping out a friend: Roane, disgusted by the Alien and Sedition 
Acts, championed passage of the Virginia Resolution, written by 
his friend James Madison. 


Finally, Spencer Roane warned what 
would happen if the American people 
didn’t enforce the enumeration of powers 
in the Constitution, allowing the Supreme 
Court to accumulate the power of all three 
branches of the federal government. 

“If the limits imposed on the general 
government, by the Constitution, are 
stricken off, they have, literally, the power 
to legislate for us ‘in all cases whatsoev- 
er’; and then we may bid a last adieu to the 
State governments,” Roane, as Hampden, 
presciently predicted. 

A couple of years after the publica- 
tion of his Hampden letters, Roane wrote 
under the name of another English martyr 
to liberty, Algernon Sydney, criticizing 
the Missouri Compromise. Roane could 
not be quieted, no matter his age or the 
likelihood that his letters would restore 
the balance of federalism established by 
the Constitution. 

After a six-month illness, Spencer 
Roane died on September 4, 
1822 while on a visit to hot 
springs in Bath, Virginia, where 
he hoped he’d recover his health. 

Of all the encomia written 
about Spencer Roane, perhaps 
none more fully encompasses 
all his virtue, valor, and vigilant 
guard of the timeless principles 
of liberty than that written by 
T.R.B. Wright in his brief biog- 
raphy of Roane published in the 
Virginia Law Review in Novem- 
ber 1896. 

“No reader of the history of 
the early days of the Republic, 
when its patriots, bound together 
by new bonds forged in the fires 
of the Revolution, and cemented 
by the blood of heroes, vied with 
each other for its eternal perpetu- 
ation, can doubt the exalted pa- 
triotism, inflexible integrity, and 
devotion to country, of Spencer 
Roane.” 

We who have inherited this 
legacy of liberty would be wise 
to learn from Spencer Roane, to 
courageously oppose every at- 
tempt to demolish the constitu- 
tional foundation of federalism 
and to unwaveringly uphold the 
virtue that is essential to the pres- 
ervation of liberty. 
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Father Defends Family at 
Fast-food Restaurant 


Fox29 reported out of San Antonio on 
December 7 about a father who had to 
use lethal force to defend his family. The 
terrifying ordeal unfolded shortly before 
9 p.m. when 32-year-old Carlos Molina 
was eating dinner with his family at a 
local Popeye’s fast-food chain. An armed, 
19-year-old Andres Herrera entered the 
store and immediately pointed his gun at 
Molina and demanded his money. Molina 
explained that he used all his cash buy- 
ing the meal and didn’t have any money 
left. Herrera then turned his gun on the 
store manager, who was standing behind 
the counter. 

As Herrera yelled at the manager, two 
of Molina’s children exited the bathroom, 
where they had been when Herrera en- 
tered the restaurant. Herrera turned to- 
ward them and pointed his gun in their 
direction. 

Molina had seen enough at this point. 
He quickly pulled his own pistol out and 
opened fire on Herrera, shooting him 
multiple times. Herrera collapsed to the 
floor and reportedly died at the scene. 
Law enforcement soon arrived and con- 
firmed that Molina was lawfully armed. 
They also stated that Molina’s actions ap- 
peared to be justified, as he apparently 
shot Herrera in defense of others. 


Pro-gun Speaker 
Cancelled by College 


The College Fix reported on December 7 
about a college that cancelled a planned 
speaking engagement by a pro-Second 
Amendment speaker. The scheduled 
speaker was Antonia Okafor, a young Af- 
rican-American woman involved in pro- 
gun activism. Okafor has worked with 
the National Rifle Association (NRA) in 
the past, and recently founded an orga- 
nization called “emPOWERed.” Okafor 
claims emPOWERed is intended to help 
young women on college campuses get 
armed for self-defense. 

The fiasco occurred at Hampshire Col- 
lege in Amherst, Massachusetts, when 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


campus officials, who had previously 
approved the event, changed their minds 
and cancelled it hours before its sched- 
uled start. 

Okafor’s speech was arranged by stu- 
dent Rahim Hirani. “They approved my 
event on Monday and canceled it two 
hours before the event,” Hirani explained 
to The College Fix in an e-mail. Hirani 
entitled the event “Women Empower- 
ment and Second Amendment,” and he 
said he knew it would be controversial. 
The College Fix obtained evidence con- 
firming that college administrators had 
approved the event but, just two hours 
before the event was slated to begin, sent 
Hirani an e-mail stating that the speech 
had to be cancelled. 

That e-mail was sent by Campus Lead- 
ership and Activities Director Carolyn 
Koske Strycharz and stated that “an event 
where someone is coming to campus to 
speak about the second amendment, 
which is a very controversial subject, 
would need to have extra considerations 
and precautions put into place which 
cannot be done on such short notice.... 
Hampshire cannot assume the risk of this 
person coming to campus without addi- 
tional measures put into place.” 

The college later apologized to Oka- 
for for the incident and claimed that the 
event was erroneously approved without 
organizing the proper security. 

The College Fix reported that this was 
not the first time Hampshire College 
made headlines for its politically correct 
overreactions: The school garnered na- 
tional attention in 2016 for lowering the 
American flag shortly after the election of 
President Trump in a move that the col- 
lege president claimed was made “solely 
to facilitate much-needed dialogue on our 
campus about how to dismantle the big- 
otry that is prevalent in our society.” 


NASCAR Legend Saves 


Family From Burglars 


Richard Childress is considered a legend 
in the world of professional racing. The 
former NASCAR driver had a successful 
racing career in the 1970s and retired in 
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the early 1980s, but his post-racing ca- 
reer as owner of Richard Childress Rac- 
ing brought him even more fame. Fox8 
reported on December 17 that Childress’ 
house in North Carolina was targeted by 
burglars. 

Childress was home with his wife 
when one of his anti-theft alarms sound- 
ed. Childress immediately grabbed his 
handgun and went to investigate, and he 
discovered three masked men breaking 
in to his house. The suspects were wear- 
ing masks and carrying guns that news 
accounts described as “military-type 
weapons.” Childress opened fire on the 
suspects, who fled from the scene. 

The story quickly made national news, 
owing to the unique aspects of the case. 
For starters, the victim in the incident 
was a popular NASCAR team owner 
with a name that is well known all over 
the country. Second, he used a handgun 
to defend himself against multiple armed 
intruders, and in later statements to law 
enforcement, he cited his Second Amend- 
ment rights and divine intervention as 
being what saved him and his wife. The 
fact that the perpetrators in the attempted 
burglary were caught on video armed 
with dangerous-looking weapons only 
added to the newsworthiness of the story. 

Childress told Davidson County Sher- 
iff David Grice that “the only reason he 
and his wife were here today was because 
of God and the Second Amendment.” 
Childress was so adamant about the three 
suspects being brought to justice that he 
even put up $10,000 of his own money 
for any information that would lead to 
their arrest and prosecution. 

The Davidson County Sheriff’s Office 
announced in a January 2 press release 
that three men were arrested related to 
the break-in at Childress’ home. Niquan 
Victorin, 20; Chantz Kade Hines, 18; 
and Armeka Vantonne Spinks, 18, were 
arrested in Winston-Salem after police 
executed search warrants. 

The three men have been charged with 
first-degree burglary and first-degree 
trespassing, and are being held at the 
Davidson County Detention Center with 
bonds set at $250,000 each. Hl 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Border War Continues 


ITEM: The Washington Post for January 
6, 2018 reported on the ongoing budget 
negotiations calling for building a wall 
and the reinforcing of barriers on the U.S. 
border with Mexico over the next decade. 
“Democrats have repeatedly said they will 
not pay for a wall,” said the paper. “Even 
though on a year-over-year basis the CBP 
[U.S. Customs and Border Patrol] request 
would not represent a dramatic funding in- 
crease over current border spending levels, 
it would represent a long-term commitment 
to a physical structure that Trump would be 
able to claim as a political trophy.” 

Also, went on the Post, “Democrats and 

immigration activists have recoiled at the 
administration 8 other enforcement plans, 
including proposals to expedite the depor- 
tation of unaccompanied minors, tighten 
asylum standards and crack down on so- 
called ‘sanctuary cities’ that do not allow 
local police to cooperate with federal im- 
migration agents.” 
ITEM: “President Donald Trump was cata- 
pulted into office on the pledge to crack 
down on illegal immigration, and authori- 
ties under his administration cast a wide 
net — one that snared 30 percent more peo- 
ple in fiscal 2017 than the same period the 
year before,” reported U.S. News & World 
Report for December 29, 2017. 

The piece went on to say: “Immigration 
advocates and outreach groups have sharply 
criticized the Trump administration s ap- 
proach to immigration enforcement, which 
they say does far too little to distinguish dan- 
gerous criminals from those who migrated to 
the U.S. in search of better economic pros- 
pects or safe haven from violence.”’ 

ITEM: The Washington Post’s print edition 

for January 3, 2018 carried an article crit- 
ical of Trump's policies on immigration. 
The edition was entitled “Immigration 
goal of reunited families now demonized 
as ‘chain migration.’” (The online version 
was headlined “Family ties drive U.S. im- 
migration. Why Trump wants to break 
the ‘chains.’”) The tenor of the piece is 
characterized by the subhead: “Trump 
threatens to end what has been touted as 
a source of social stability.” 
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“Democrats are unlikely to give 
ground” on what the paper called the 
“family unification model.” As the Post 
said: “Critics see the [Trump] attack 
on the family-based system as part of a 
broader attempt to slow the country’s 
transformation into a more diverse soci- 
ety whose growing rolls of nonwhite voters 
lean toward the Democratic Party.” 

The paper also made reference to a previ- 
ous immigration reform, saying: “An irony 
of Trumps campaign against ‘chain mi- 
gration’ is that the liberal reformers of the 
1960s wanted a merit-based model, too.”’ 
CorRECTION: In fact, the Democrats have 
been all over the place on this general 
issue — whether the discussion is immi- 
gration or illegal immigration, different 
matters that are often conflated and tend 
to confuse the debate. 

When the Democrats were not so com- 
pletely controlled by the hard Left, things 
were different. This was a point made last 
fall by the influential website “FiveThir- 
tyEight,” which certainly does not lean con- 
servative. As the site noted in September: 


Long before Trump made building a 
wall along the southern border one 
of his main campaign issues, some 
Democrats were open to the idea of 
fencing along the border. In a May 
2006 Gallup survey, before Congress 
voted on the Secure Fence Act, nearly 
40 percent of Democratic voters were 


in favor of “building a wall along the 
border with Mexico.” And support 
for a wall generally held through the 
first part of this decade. 


Top Democrat leaders decided not to op- 
pose their constituents on this matter. How- 
ever, this support for a wall, sometimes 
called a “fence” (as if that were a major 
distinction), was clearly not because of any 
deep-seated convictions of those leaders. 

When pressed, Hillary Clinton publicly 
patted herself on the back during her failed 
presidential campaign for such votes. 
As she said in a November 2015 “town 
hall” in New Hampshire: “I voted numer- 
ous times when I was a senator to spend 
money to build a barrier to try to prevent 
illegal immigrants from coming in, and I 
do think that you have to control your bor- 
ders.” Later, to keep the support from the 
extreme Left, she had to straddle that issue 
when she wasn’t dodging it — though the 
mass media gave her a free pass on that. 

These days, if Donald Trump is on one 
side of an issue, the opposition Democrats 
feel compelled to be on the other side. 
There are also other political factors at 
play, including a change in the special in- 
terests of the labor union bosses that are so 
vital for Democratic votes. 

Lost in the current debate is the incon- 
gruous fact that even Barack Obama, while 
a senator, found it necessary to pretend to 
be concerned about border security. A year 
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ago, the left-wing Boston Globe pointed out 
that Illinois Senator Obama “offered mea- 
sured praise for the border control legisla- 
tion that would become the basis for one 
of Donald Trump’s first acts as president.” 
As quoted by the Globe (January 27, 2017): 


“The bill before us will certainly do 
some good,” Obama said on the Sen- 
ate floor in October 2006. He praised 
the legislation, saying it would pro- 
vide “better fences and better secu- 
rity along our borders” and would 
“help stem some of the tide of illegal 
immigration in this country.” 

Obama was talking about the Se- 
cure Fence Act of 2006, legislation au- 
thorizing a barrier along the southern 
border passed into law with the sup- 
port of 26 Democratic senators includ- 
ing party leaders like Hillary Clinton, 
Joe Biden, and Chuck Schumer. 


Yet, to listen to many in the media and in- 
numerable politicians who are betting on 
the short memory of the public, placing the 
interests of the United States first is consid- 
ered some type of crime against humanity, 
as is enforcing the law of the land largely 
ignored by recent chief executives. 

And, yes, the Trump administration 
has been enforcing the law. At least in 
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part because of what was perceived to be 
in the wind, the number of illegal border 
jumpers dropped dramatically during the 
last year, with arrests by the Border Pa- 
trol at a 45-year low. “Nearly all of the 
Border Patrol arrests — 301,916 — were 
along the southwestern border,” noted the 
Washington Times. The agency said “that 
underscored the need for a security wall 
that Mr. Trump wants to build.” 

Here are some of the results of the first 
year of work of the Department of Home- 
land Security (DHS) in relation to border 
and immigration issues. (U.S. Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement, or ICE, and U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection, CBP, are 
major operational components of DHS). In 
addition to Border Patrol actions, here is 
what ICE was doing, as noted by the As- 
sociated Press: 


Immigration and Customs Enforce- 
ment, whose officers pick up people 
for deportation away from the border, 
made 143,470 arrests, an increase of 
25 percent from 114,434 a year ear- 
lier. After Trump took office, ICE ar- 
rests surged 40 percent from the same 
period a year earlier.... 

ICE said “interior removals” — 
people deported after being arrested 
away from the border — jumped 25 


percent to 81,603 from 65,332 the pre- 
vious year. They rose 37 percent since 
Trump’s inauguration compared to the 
same period a year earlier. 


ICE noted in a December 19 report that its 
enforcement and investigative activities 
are handled by two distinct directorates: 
Enforcement and Removal Operations, or 
ERO, and Homeland Security Investiga- 
tions, or HSI. The account continued: 


In ERO, the most significant gains 
were made in administrative arrests 
and interior removals. Administrative 
arrests totaled more than 143,000; of 
those, 110,568 occurred after January 
20, which is a 42% increase over the 
same time period last year. 

Despite numerous stories and al- 
legations in the media falsely accus- 
ing ICE of conducting indiscriminate 
raids and sweeps, the fact is that 92% 
of all aliens arrested by ICE this year 
had criminal convictions, pending 
criminal charges, were an immigration 
fugitive, or were an illegal re-entrant. 


The issues involving immigration, legal 
and otherwise, are myriad — covering poli- 
tics, crime, foreign policy, and the so-called 
Dreamers. That latter group includes up to 
two million illegal aliens who came to the 
United States as children. Some 700,000 of 
them have been living under protection of 
the Obama-era Deferred Action for Child- 
hood Arrivals (DACA) deportation amnes- 
ty, one of the controversial issues beyond 
our scope here. 

We have so many illegals and other im- 
migrants in this country that it affects our 
foreign policies (and those of their nations of 
origin), to include Mexico and El Salvador. 
There are about 200,000 Salvadorans in this 
nation under what is called “temporary pro- 
tected status” that dates to a 2001 earthquake 
in that Central American country — seri- 
ously challenging the meaning of the word 
“temporary.” They are, as the Washington 
Times rightfully noted, worth more to the 
Salvadoran government if they are work- 
ing in this country earning American wages 
and sending the cash back home. This totals 
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about $4.6 billion a year, “accounting for a 
staggering 17 percent of the country’s gross 
domestic product.” San Salvador wants 
Washington to keep its citizens. 
Remittances are also important to 
Mexico. The government in Mexico City, 
as columnist Victor Davis Hanson noted 
early last year, keeps taxes low on its own 


elite in part by exporting, rather than 
helping, its own poor. It causes little 
worry that some $25 billion in remit- 
tances sent from Mexican citizens 
working in America puts hardship on 
those expatriates, who are often subsi- 
dized by generous U.S. social services. 

Mexico City rarely welcomes a 
heartfelt discussion about why its 
citizens flee Mexican exploitation 
and apparently have no wish to re- 
turn home. Nor does Mexico City 
publicize its own stern approaches to 
immigration enforcement along its 
southern border. 


Then there is the fact that the Democratic 
Party in the United States is also invested 
in illegal immigration, says Hanson, “wor- 
ried that its current agendas cannot win in 
the Electoral College without new constitu- 
ents who appreciate liberal support for open 
borders and generous social services.” 

The Left brags about changing the 
Democrat Party’s stances on illegals and 
other immigrants. In October, a veteran 
reporter on the immigration issue, writing 
for the left-wing advocacy news website 
Vox, explained what has happened in re- 
cent years. Wrote Dara Lind: 


Democrats have come to defer to 
organized immigration activists in a 
way they didn’t 10 years ago, or even 
during the early years of the Obama 
administration. Thanks in part to a 
change of strategy by major labor 
unions, whose success [is] in organiz- 
ing immigrant-heavy professions like 
the hospitality industry rather than re- 
lying on its traditional manufacturing 
base, this important component of the 
Democratic base has wholly embraced 
the idea of comprehensive immigra- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


tion reform. As a result, the party has 
moved substantially to the left on the 
issue of immigration enforcement. 


Meanwhile, it should be noted that the 
Trump administration, widely maligned 
though it is, is not against “immigration.” 
In fact, as the president has said, he fa- 
vors a “point” system similar to those in 
Canada and Australia — which has led to 
immigrants there having above-average 
income and education, as opposed to the 
contrary system in this country. 

We have steered in a very different 
direction, a point made by Senator Tom 
Cotton (R-Ark.) in a vital speech (“Immi- 
gration in the National Interest”) in Sep- 
tember at Hillsdale College’s annual Con- 
stitution Day celebration in Washington, 
D.C.: In total, more than 


36 million immigrants, or 94 percent 
of the total, have come to America 
over the last 50 years for reasons hav- 
ing nothing to do with employment. 
And that’s to say nothing of the over 
24 million illegal immigrants who 
have come here. Put them together 
and you have 60 million immigrants, 


the Senate at the U.S. Capitol to push the 
legalization of illegal immigrants brought here as children. While this is what leftists want the 
immigration debate to focus on, it should really be on costs — since the country is broke. 


legal and illegal, who did not come 
to this country because of a job offer 
or because of their skills. That’s like 
adding almost the entire population 
of the United Kingdom. And this is 
still leaving aside the millions of tem- 
porary guest workers who we import 
every year into our country. 


That is a far cry from the guidelines drawn 
by the Founding Fathers. Cotton cited the 
remarks of James Madison on the floor 
of the House of Representatives in 1790, 
when the first Congress was debating the 
very first U.S. naturalization law. Said 
Madison: “It is no doubt very desirable that 
we should hold out as many inducements 
as possible for the worthy part of mankind 
to come and settle amongst us, and throw 
their fortunes into a common lot with ours.” 
Madison stressed without apology the 
“worthy part,” not some pipedream about 
a world without borders. Madison went 
on: “But why is this desirable? Not merely 
to swell the catalogue of people. No, sir, 
it is to increase the wealth and strength of 

the community.” 

Gracious, that’s a radical idea. Hl 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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All-out War: Deep State vs. Trump 


ll-out war! That’s 
what Rob Reiner, 
the actor-director 


and inveterate left-wing ac- 
tivist, called for in a June 
25, 2016 tweet that charged 
Candidate Donald Trump 
with “#Treason.” An avowed 
Hillary supporter, Reiner re- 
cycled Hillary’s accusations 
that Trump had colluded with 
Russia. Charging Trump with 
“colluding with the enemy,” 
Reiner (better known as 
“Meathead” from All in the 
Family) declared that “the 
fight to save Democracy is 
now an all out war.” He was 
not alone, of course, among 
the Tinsel Town glitterati calling for Trump’s head. “Come- 
dienne” Kathy Griffin infamously served up a bloody severed 
head of President Trump as “performance art,” while actors in 
“Shakespeare in the Park” engaged in a stabbing blood-orgy, 
assassinated a Trump look-alike. Robert DeNiro, Johnny Depp, 
Madonna, Sarah Silverman, Rosie O’Donnell, George Lopez, 
Joss Whedon, Michael Moore, Jon Stewart, and dozens of other 
Hollywood denizens have publicly threatened violence, fanta- 
sized violence, and/or verbally assaulted the president with X- 
rated vulgarities. 

But the Hollywood Left is only a fraction of the organized 
All-Out-War-On-Trump forces. Like the violent, masked Antifa 
rioters who carry banners declaring “This Is WAR!” and “Kill 
Trump,” the Hollywood Left savagely attacks Trump for the 
“America First” and “Drain the Swamp” agendas he espouses. 
They may be the most openly vicious, vocal, visible attackers, 
but they are not the most important. They are supporting ac- 
tors in an unfolding drama entitled “Deep State Coup: How the 
Globalist Insiders Intend to Remove President Trump, By Any 
Means Necessary.” 

If President Donald Trump is the protagonist in this real-life 
drama, who are the antagonists? Obviously, besides the Holly- 
wood Left, the Democratic Party politicians, and the professional 
street activists funded by the Soros-Rockefeller-Ford “philan- 
thropy” complex, there are the “mainstream” media. This country 
has never before witnessed such a relentless, orchestrated, vicious 
media campaign against a single individual as we have seen in 
the past year directed at President Trump. But this is not simply 
the “liberal media” reacting to Hillary Clinton’s loss, as some 
conservative critics aver. As Alex Newman details in our “Deep 
State” special report (January 8, 2018), the major media organs 
(broadcast and cable networks, newspapers, magazines, and In- 
ternet sites) are captive conduits of the organized one-worlders, 
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represented most especially by 
the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (CFR). These globalist 
insiders are the real antago- 
nists pulling the strings and 
moving the chess pieces in 
the very real — and truly trea- 
sonous — coup effort to undo 
the 2016 election and remove 
President Donald Trump. 

As we have reported in our 
online articles, top CFR lead- 
ers are boasting that their fel- 
low “Deep State” CFR mem- 
bers are sabotaging the Trump 
administration’s nationalist 
agenda. Yes, they actually are 

.. Wa =—susing the term “Deep State,” 
in an in-your-face taunt. A 
prime example of this sort of arrogant admission is a December 
18, 2017 piece by CFR Senior Fellow Max Boot on the CFR’s 
website. Boot’s article concerns President Trump’s National Se- 
curity Strategy (NSS) report, with which Boot finds fault on sev- 
eral points. However, in the main, “the NSS, as written, is mostly 
fine,” says Boot, an evaluation that undoubtedly surprised many 
readers. In fact, he says, “In many places it is better than fine.” 
How so? Well, according to Boot, the NSS is actually interna- 
tionalist in perspective, and, as such, is “at odds with what the 
president himself believes.” Says the CFR doyen: “It might best 
be understood as a cri du coeur [cry of the heart] from inside the 
Deep State signaling to the outside world that Trumpian thinking 
has not entirely taken over the U.S. government, and that some 
influential public servants remain dedicated to the vision of U.S. 
global leadership enunciated after World War II.” 

Boot singles out for praise National Security Advisor H.R. 
McMaster and his assistant Nadia Schadlow, the reputed au- 
thors of the NSS. Both are CFR members. Boot continues: 
“They have tried to smuggle as much of their own foreign 
policy thinking into the NSS as possible while still paying 
ritual obeisance to Trump’s America First rhetoric.” Of course 
it is the CFR’s thinking, not merely their own, that they have 
smuggled into the Trump NSS. In the past, references to “Deep 
State” or “insider” permeation of our government have been 
dismissed as crazy “conspiracy theory.” Thus, Boot’s fulsome 
embrace of the term and praise for its subversive practitioners 
is no insignificant turn of events. And Boot is not the only 
CFR “wise man” who has remarked on the actions of fellow 
one-worlders in the administration who are resisting Trump 
from the inside. They are working full tilt, in pincer attacks 
from within and without, to remove the president, whether by 
impeachment, declaring him “unfit” under the 25th Amend- 
ment, or, as some have claimed, assassination. Hl 
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Isn’t Free Trade 


Good For Everyone? 

A self-mailing pamphlet includes info to introduce the dangers of so- 
called free trade agreements including NAFTA as well as Brexit. Buy in 
bulk to get the biggest discount so that you can mail them to decision- 
makers in your community. (2017, four-color mailer, 1-24/$0.50ea; 
25-99/$0.45ea; 100-999/$0.40ea; 1,000+/$0.37ea) MFTGE 


Domestic Terror: Antifa Unmasked 
“Domestic Terror: Antifa Unmasked” exposes the communist forces 
behind Antifa. It should be a must-read for both police and civilians 
to increase their understanding regarding the danger this group 
represents. (2017, 28pp, pb, booklet, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.75ea) BKLTDTAE 


Rein In Big Government 
With Article VI, Not V 


This presentation explains how to rein in Big Government by creat- 
ing an informed electorate that will hold elected officials accountable 
to their Article VI oath “to support this Constitution.” In contrast, the 
Founders provided the Article V convention for correcting defects 
in the Constitution, not for reining in elected officials who ignore 
it. (2017, 60min, DVD, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVDRIBG 


‘CHANGE IT 
NOREY 10 
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What Is a Constitutional Convention? 

Learn how an Article V constitutional convention works, the precedents created by the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787, the original purpose of the state-initiated conven- 
tion provision, the dangers of a constitutional convention, why a runaway convention 
is bad, whether the Article V ratification process is a safeguard, and what you can do 
to help. (2017ed, 22pp, pb, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 
100+/$0.75ea) BKLTWCC 


Nullification vs. Constitutional 

Convention & A Crash Course on a Con-Con 

An excellent overview of how our out-of-control federal government is leading many 
Americans to work toward getting Congress to call an Article V constitutional conven- 
tion. Sleeved DVD (2016, 3min+ 7min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.70ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVDNVCCC 


Con-Con Action Pack 

Perfect to utilize for educating state legislators. Action Pack includes: 

Beware of Article V (audio CD); “What Is a Constitutional Convention?” (booklet); Change 
It or Obey It? (DVD); Nullification vs. Constitutional Convention & A Crash Course on a 
Constitutional Convention (dual-feature DVD); The Article V Convention: What Are They 
Not Telling You? (DVD); What Is a Con-Con? (PowerPoint presentation DVD); “Balancing 
Our Budget” (pamphlet); “Term Limits: Will They Fix Congress?” (pamphlet); “Save the 
Constitution by Rescinding Article V Convention Applications” (reprint); “Solving the Debt 
Crisis” (reprint), “Con Con” (Slim Jim, 25/pack) (2017, 1/$9.95; 2/$8.95ea; 10/$7.95ea) APCON 
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AISM 


MANAGEMENT 


PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements 
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